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CHAPTER I 
Theories of Nature and Nurture 

This monograph svunmarizes a study of the nature and 
nurture of American men of letters. The task attempted 
was to isolate for investigation the chief factors in each of 
these influences, to throw some light on the importance of 
each in the development of men of letters, and to show the 
bearing of the facts discovered on some of the chief theories 
of nature and nurture. 

Sir Francis Galton makes a very satisfactory statement 
of the meaning of the terms nature and nurture when he 
says: 

The phrase " nature and nurture " is a convenient jingle of 
words, for it separates under two distinct heads the innumer- 
able elements of which personality is composed. Nature is 
all that a man brings with himself into the world ; nurture is 
every influence from without that affects him after his birth. 
The distinction is clear: the one produces the infant such 
as it actually is, including its latent faculties of growth of 
body and mind; the other affords the environment amidst 
which the growth takes place, by which natural tendencies 
may be strengthened or thwarted, or wholly new ones im- 
planted. Neither of these terms implies any theory; natural 
gifts may or may not be hereditary ; nurture does not especially 
consist of food, clothing, education or tradition, but it in- 
cludes all these and similar influences whether known or 
unknown.^ 

^ Francis Galton, English Men of Science: Their Nature and Nut" 
ture (London, 1874), p. 12. 

13] 13 



14 AMERICAN MEN OF LETTERS [14 

Throughout this study the terms nature and nurture are 
used in the sense of Galton's definition. 

There are three important theories of nature and nur- 
ture on which impinge the facts presented in this study. 
These theories are briefly summarized in the following 
paragraphs. 

Galton states clearly the position of those who hold that 
nature is stronger than nurture. His opinion can be pre- 
sented fairly by brief quotations from his classic work, 
Hereditary Genius.^ His first proposition is stated in the 
opening sentence of the volume, as follows : " I propose to 
show in this book that a man's natural abilities are derived 
by inheritance, under exactly the same limitations as are 
the form and physical features of the whole organic world." 
In the second place Galton argues for the preponderant in- 
fluence of nature over nurture, saying: 

I believe, and shall do my best to show, that, if the " eminent " 
men of any period had been changelings when babies, a very 
fair proportion of those who survived and retained their health 
up to fifty years of age, would, notwithstanding their altered 
circumstances, have equally risen to eminence.^ 

A little later Galton says : 

I have endeavored to show in respect to literary and artistic 
eminence — 

1. The men who are gifted with high abilities . . . easily 
rise through all the obstacles caused by inferiority of social 
rank. 

2. Q)untries where there are fewer hindrances than in 
England, to a poor man rising in life, produce a much larger 
proportion of persons of culture, but not of what I call 
eminent men. 

* Francis Galton, Hereditary Genius (London, 1869). 
« Ibid,, p. 38. 
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3. Men who are largely aided by social advantages, are 
unable to achieve eminence, unless they are endowed with high 
natural gifts.^ 

Finally, Gallon seeks to show that the great differences in 
the achievement of nations are due almost solely to differ- 
ences in the innate ability of their citizens. Nowhere does 
he express this idea in a single sentence, but it is discussed 
at length in a chapter on " The Comparative Worth of 
Different Races." ^ There Gal ton contrasts whites with 
negroes and ancient Greeks with modem Englishmen, ar- 
guing in each case that superior achievement is due almost 
entirely to superior natural ability. 

These brief quotations and statements serve to present 
the most important part of Galton's theory, namely, that 
irrespective of environmental conditions, innate ability ac- 
counts chiefly for the appearance of leaders in nations and 
for the superiority of one nation over another. 

In diametrical opposition to this point of view stands 
the theory championed by Professor Lester F. Ward. He 
believes that a favorable environment accounts almost en- 
tirely for the appearance of genius.* To use his own 
words : 

. . . So far as the native capacity, the potential quality, the 
** promise and potency " of a higher life are concerned, those 
swarming spawning millions, the bottom layer of society, 
the proletariat, the working classes, the "hewers of wood 
and drawers of water,** nay, even the denizens of the slums 
. . . all these are by nature the peers of the boasted "aris- 
tocracy of brains" that now dominates society and looks 

1 Francis Galton, op, cit.y pp. 42-43. 

* Ibid., ch. XX. 

•Lester F. Ward, Applied Sociology (Boston, 1906). 
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down upon them, and the equals in all but privilege of the 
most enlightened teachers of eugenics.^ 

Again Ward says : 

The amount of visible genius has never exceeded one-tenth 
of I per cent, but it is proved that at least two hundred times 
as much exists and might be brought out. This would raise 
it to 20 per cent. But when we recognize the many forms 
that genius takes we cannot escape the conclusion that some 
measure of genius exists in nearly everyone. All this genius 
is scattered somewhat uniformly through the whole mass of 
the population.* 

Finally Ward remarks : 

It turns out, then, that after all the discussion of heredity, 
and the hopes hung upon the idea of utilizing it in the interest 
of race improvement, it is a fixed quantity which no human 
power can change, while the environment, which Galton af- 
fected to despise, is not only easily modified, but is in reality 
the only thing that is modified in the process of artificial 
selection, which is the essential principle of eugenics itself. 
All the improvement that can be brought about through any 
of the applications of that art must be the result of nurture, 
and cannot be due to any change in nature, since nature is 
incapable of change.^ 

Ward's theory is thus, apparently, in irreconcilable oppo- 
sition to that of Galton. Ward seems to hold that im- 
proved nurture is the only means of improving the race, 
which is worthy of consideration, while Galton seems to 
hold that only improvement of the blood of the nation can 
permanently advance society. 

* " Eugenics, Euthenics and Eudemics," The American Journal of 
Sociology, vol. xviii, p. 754. 

» Jbid., p. 744. *Ibid., pp. 749-750. 
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In marked contrast to these two extreme views stands 
the opinion of more moderate sociologists, who hold a 
third theory that both nature and nurture are important. 
As Professor Charles H. Cooley says : 

Nothing is more futile than general discussions of the relative 
importance of heredity and environment. It is much like the 
case of matter versus mind; both are indispensible to every 
phase of life, and neither can exist apart from the other : they 
are coordinate in importance and incommensurable in nature. 
One might as well ask whether the soil or the seed predomin- 
ates in the formation of a tree, as whether nature does more 
for us then nurture.^ 

* Charles Horton Cooley, Social Organisation (New York, 1909), p. 

Professor Edwardi L. Thorndike admirably clarifies the whole sub- 
ject when he says: 

It is impossible at present to estimate with security the relative shares 
of original nature, due to sex, race, ancestry and accidental variation, 
and of the environment, physical and social, in causing the differences 
found in men. One can only learn the facts, and interpret them with 
as little bias as possible, and try to secure more facts. . . . Many of 
the false inferences about nature versus nurture are due to neglect of 
the obvious facts: that if the environments are alike with respect to 
a trait, the differences in respect to it are due entirely to original 
nature; that if the original natures are alike with respect to a trait, 
the differences are due entirely to differences in training; and that 
the problem of relative shares, where both are effective, includes all 
the separate problems of each kind of environment acting with each 
kind of nature. Any one estin ate for all cases would be absurd. 

Many disagreements spring from a confusion of what may be called 
absolute achievemfint with what may be called relative achievement. 
A man may move a long way from zero, and nevertheless be lower 
down than before in comparison with other men: absolute gain may 
be relative loss. One thinker may attribute differences in achievement 
almost wholly to nurture, while another holds nature to be nearly 
supreme, though both thinkers possess just the same data, if the 
former is thinking of absolute and the latter of relative achievement. 
. . . The influences of environment are differential, the product vary- 
ing not only in accord with the environmental force itself, but in accord 
with the original nature upon which it operates. Edward L. Thorn- 
dike, Educational Psychology, Briefer Course (New York, I9i4)» PP- 
397-398. 
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Cooley further presents his position in the form of a 
simile, as follows : 

Suppose that one were following a river through a valley, and 
from time to time measuring its breadth, depth and current 
with a view to finding out how much water passed through 
its channel. Suppose he found that while in some places the 
river flowed with a swift and ample current, in others it 
dwindled to a mere brook and even disappeared altogether, 
only to break out in full volume further down. Would he not 
be led to conclude that where little or no water appeared upon 
the surface the bulk of it must find its way through under- 
ground channels, or percolate invisibly through the sand? 
Would not this supposition amount almost to certainty if it 
could be shown that the nature of the rock was such as to 
make the existence of underground channels extremely prob- 
able, and if in some cases they were positively known to exist ? 
I do not see that the inference is any less inevitable in the 
case before us. We know that a race has once produced a 
large amount of natural genius in a short time, just as we 
know that the river has a large volume in some places. We 
see, also, that the number of eminent men seems to dwindle 
and disappear; but we have good reason to think that social 
conditions can cause genius to remain hidden, just as we 
have good reason to think that a river may find its way through 
an underground channel. Must we not conclude, in the one 
case as in the other, that what is not seen does not cease to 
be, that genius is present though fame is not ? ^ 

Of the three theories of nature and nurture outlined in 
the foregoing pages, the last one is generally accepted 
by contemporary sociologists. Most of them agree with 
the eugenist that his theory of racial improvement contains 

* Charles H. Cooley, " Genius, Fame, and the Comparison of Races,"^ 
Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, voL 
ix, pp. 317-358. 
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a valuable element of truth. Likewise they agree with 
the euthenist when he says that it is possible vastly to im- 
prove a people by ameliorating its environment. Select- 
ing elements from the theory of each party, they hold that 
both nature and nurture are important, that neither alone 
can adequately explain the appearance of genius. It is 
this theory which the facts presented in Chapter III of this 
study seem to support, and which will be maintained in the 
discussion which is to follow. 



CHAPTER II 
Method of Investigation 

In beginning the present investigation, the first step 
necessary was to frame such a conception of men of letters 
as to permit somewhat detailed study of the various influ- 
ences of nature and nurture. By classifying men of letters 
in groups, formed according to the nature and importance 
of their work, it became possible to consider the effect of 
the various influences upon the members of each of these 
groups. By this method investigation could be made to 
discover whether supposedly potent influences had the same 
effect in all groups, or whether the contrary was the case. 
The supposed effect of the various influences could thus be 
at least partially verified or disproved. 

A roll of one thousand men of letters was first obtained 
by procedure as objective as the nature of the case per- 
mitted. Concerning each of these men all reasonably ac- 
cessible facts were collected which it was believed would 
throw light on the influence of nature and nurture in their 
lives.^ These facts were classified under appropriate heads 
and then tabulated in such a way as to show the effect of 
each influence upon the various classes of men. The tables 
are presented in Chapter III. Their significance is there 
discussed, and the way in which the facts presented impinge 
on the three theories of nature and nurture is indicated. 
The final chapter presents a summary of the facts thus or- 
ganized. 

> All the data on which the study was based are given in Appendix B. 
20 [20 
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At the outset of the study the term men of letters had to 
be clearly defined. All definitions of the term must be more 
or less arbitrary. It was foimd, however, that Professor 
Alfred Odin, who had made a similar study of French lit- 
erary people, had framed a reasonably adequate definition 
of the expression.^ The fact that his definition seemed to 
have proved satisfactory for the purposes of his investiga- 
tion was also a strong argument for employing the same 
definition in the present study. Moreover, adoption of 
Odin's definition would make possible a fair and accurate 
comparison of his conclusions with those to be obtained in 
this study. For these reasons, it was decided to adopt 
Odin's definition. It is as follows : 

By men of letters we mean authors whose writings are of 
general interest, and all those, relatively few in number, who, 
without having written themselves, have none the less con- 
tributed directly and in an appreciable degree to the develop- 
ment of literature.* 

Odin classified all literati under twelve heads, as follows : 

1. pat. (patrons). This group includes patrons, founders 
and directors of schools, theatres, societies and literary salons, 
bibliophiles; in a word, all those who, without entering one 
of the three following groups, have helped in the development 
of literature by other methods than writing. 

2. lib. (librarians). Librarians, printers, calligraphers and 
all those who have aided in similar fashion in the dissemination 
of literary works. 

3. act. (actors). Dramatic artists of all kinds, including 

* A. Odin, Gendse des Grands Homtnes, Gens de Lettres Frangais 
Modernes (Paris, 1895). The present study is in many ways modeled 
after that of Odin, and generous acknowledgment must be made of 
extensive use of his method of procedure. 

' Ihid,, p. 310. 
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those singers who have especially distinguished themselves by 
their acting. 

4. or. (orators). 

5. pub. (publicists). Authors of polemic or propagandic 
writings. 

6. narr. (narrators). All those who, without marked 
polemic, artistic or scientific bias, relate facts or describe 
objects which they have seen close at hand; that is to say, 
most memoirists, chroniclers, authors of letters or descriptions 

.of voyages, as well as many historians, geographers, econom- 
ists, etc. 

7. erud. (erudite). Authors of scholarly researches based 
on literary documents, biographers, most historians and philo- 
logists, a part of the theologians, jurisconsults, etc, as well 
as authors of translations themselves destined especially for 
the erudite. 

8. pop. (popularizers). All authors who serve as inter- 
mediaries between specialists and the general public, that is 
to say, in addition to popularizers in the narrow sense, authors 
of translations, school manuals, and, in general, of any work 
of instruction or popular edification. 

9. spec, (speculative). Those whose writings possess pri- 
marily an abstract character ; philosophers in the narrow sense, 
many moralists, estheticians, educators, sociologists, theo- 
logians, jurisconsults, etc. 

10. pr. (prose writers). All those who write in prose 
with the chief purpose of entertaining the reader, or to obtain 
certain artistic effects, such as novelists, feuilletonists, letter 
writers a la Balzac, a large part of the critics, as well as most 
of those who are called simply writers or literary people. 

11. p. (poets). 

12. dram, (dramatists).^ 

This classification developed a general conception of men 
of letteis. For the purposes of the present study it next 

1 A. Odin, op. cit., pp. 356 et seq. 
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became necessary to adopt a definition and develop a gen- 
eral conception applicable to American conditions. The 
complete definition finally adopted was: American men of 
letters are men of letters, within the meaning of Odin's 
terms, both men and women, born and brought up within 
the present borders of continental United States and Can- 
ada, in homes and schools where English was spoken, 
who did their work in the English language/ This defini- 
tion was still somewhat arbitrary, but a more liberal one 
would have been subject to the criticism of admitting to the 
roll literati who were not bom and brought up in an essen- 
tially American environment, a fatal defect in a study of 
American authors.^ 

There have been many thousand American men of letters 
as defined above. Obviously only a portion of them could 
be studied. The most important were naturally to be pre- 
ferred, for data concerning them were found to be much 
more abundant than in the case of minor literati. The 
compilation of a roll of their names presented a problem 

^ To avoid monotony the terms men of letters, literati, literary per- 
sons, authors, and writers, are hereafter used as synonyms. 

' A litterateur might of course be foreign born and yet be essen- 
tially American, because of having lived in an American environment 
from infancy. Desirable as it would have been to include such literati 
in the study, there were counter considerations which made the 
attempt seem inadvisable. It would have been necessary to decide at 
what age a person must come to this country in order to be brought 
up in an American environment. No age could have been chosen 
which would not be arbitrary. On the other hand, it would have been 
impossible to decide in the case of each foreign-born litterateur 
whether he was brought up in an essentially American environment 
The remedy for the exclusion of the foreign-bom would therefore 
have been worse than the evil to be cured. 

The number of writers thus excluded is so small as to be negli- 
gible. The reader will probably miss only the names of Audubon, 
Hamilton and Parton. More recent names were automatically ex- 
cluded by the fact that no authors born after 1850 have been included 
in this study. 
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of considerable difficulty. In the interests of equity all 
writers of the same degree of importance had to be included 
in the list, all others had to be rejected. No ready-made roll 
satisfied this condition. Authors of biographical diction- 
aries do not agree in their lists. They appear to include 
and reject names of minor importance in the most arbitrary 
manner. Many mediocre writers are included by some 
compilers and excluded by others, while various men of 
obvious merit are by some compilers omitted entirely. 
This failing in ready-made lists was found to be particu- 
larly serious, since minor authors who are treated in such 
an arbitrary manner constitute the vast majority of all men 
of letters. To avoid this source of weakness, inherent in 
any ready-made roll, there was but one method of proce- 
dure ; the investigator had to make a list for himself, using 
a method as scientific and as little arbitrary as was pos- 
sible/ 

In the preparation of a scientific list certain general con- 
ditions had to be satisfied. 

1. The data had to be collected according to an indis- 
putably objective method, quite independent of the person- 
ality of the investigator. 

2. The relative number of facts collected had to be large 
enough to be representative. 

3. The absolute number had to be large enough to per- 
mit significant statistical work. 

4. The subject under investigation had to be fairly 
familiar to the investigator. 

5. As far as possible, the investigation had to be based 
on well-known men, so that the material used could be veri- 
fied by any one who might desire to do so.* 

1 A. Odin, op. cit, pp. 358 et seq. 
• Ibid,, pp. 2gi et seq. 
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Only the first of these conditions presented a real prob- 
lem. In its solution the method used by Odin was followed 
exactly. A statement of this method is therefore necessary 
at this point. Says Odin : 

The importance of a book necessarily corresponds ... to the 
success of the work. Consequently we must include in our list 
all men of letters whose success with the public is beyond 
question, and who are assured of not falling into oblivion by 
this very success. The only question is to know what is the 
most authentic criterion of success. We possess a criterion 
for men of letters which is relatively easy to ascertain, and 
whose value cannot be contested. It is simply the diffusion 
of their works. ^ 

This diffusion has two aspects, that of time and that of 
degree. Some authors enjoy very great popularity for a 
short period, but soon sink into comparative obscurity. 
Others enjoy a more modest but lasting popularity. Public 
esteem may be greater or less in degree. In time it may be 
more or less enduring. Whatever its extent in either re- 
spect, the facts are always readily determinable. Hence the 
appreciation of the relative importance of men of letters 
usually presents little difficulty. As a result of the method 
employed the slightest good faith on the part of a student 
suffices for the attainment of a high degree of objectivity. 
An investigator almost never has to estimate the success 
of a work. If his sources are at all abundant, as they have 
to be in a study of this kind, they answer the question them- 
selves.* 

Odin states in detail the exact standards by which he 
measured the importance of men of letters as follows : 



1 A. Odin, op, cit,^ p. 362. 
« Ibid,, p. ^Z' 
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The most significant and at the same time the most explicit 
are; the niunber of editions and reprints; the number and 
success of translations, allowance being made as far as pos- 
sible for the personality of the translator ; finally, the number 
of imitations, adaptations, plagiarisms, etc. These are the 
most certain tests of the success which a work may have had.^ 

Odin also mentions other less important supplementary 
tests. For example: 

Works which perhaps do not appear important in themselves, 
but which have caused keen argument, or which have become 
known abroad, cannot be entirely insignificant. Sometimes 
the very fecundity of certain authors is a proof of their 
success. This is the case, for instance, when a poor author 
writes to gain his livelihood.* 

In addition there are many very subsidiary criteria which 
Odin used only rarely, such as the frequency of mention or 
quotation, or the eulogies of well-known critics, supported 
by reasons. 

Even when such objective criteria are used, it is obvious 
that there must often be resort to personal judgment. An 
example, taken from Odin, of circtmistances necessitating 
personal judgment will sufficiently illustrate this point. 

Reprints, for instance, are far from always signifying the 
same thing. They are quite frequently due to fortuitous 
causes, absolutely independent of the merit of the work and 
of the interest which it arouses in the public. Now it is a 
descendant of the author who re-edits his works through filial 
reverence, . . . now we see some work, disdained by con- 
temporaries and unknown to posterity, suddenly acquire im- 
portance in the eyes of certain specialists, for a reason abso- 
lutely foreign to its literary value. The same is true of the 

1 A. Odin, op. cit.y p. 364. ^ Ibid., p. 365. 
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number of editions, which has only very relative significance. 
A single new edition of a large and costly work may sometimes 
signify as much as many editions in other cases. Fortunately 
it is almost always easy to determine the true significance of 
the different tests, for the simple reason that they serve as 
checks to each other.^ 

Odin's foregoing criteria apply only in part to the first 
four categories of men of letters. With respect to patrons, 
librarians, actors and orators he used other tests. 

The speeches of orators are indeed frequently printed; but 
it is well known that the reception which the public reserves 
for the printed address does not always correspond to the 
popularity of the orator. . . . For the other three categories 
even this test is lacking. I have therefore been obliged in all 
these cases to restrict myself to the tests which were only sub- 
sidiary for the other groups. As for orators and actors, I 
have considered first of all the impression which they have 
produced on contemporaries, as it has been reported by wit- 
nesses worthy of trust. Here I hardly risk deceiving myself, 
for it is at least as easy to judge impartially of the success 
attained by an orator or actor as to appreciate exactly the 
popularity which a written work has enjoyed. I have had 
more difficulty in deciding which of the " patrons " and 
" librarians " had a right to appear on the list. For these two 
groups information was not always as abundant and explicit 
as could be desired. Thus it may be that I have erroneously 
omitted more than one person who was really important. 
Nevertheless, I have reason to suppose that the number of 
these omissions cannot be considerable.* 

Following Odin's method as closely as possible, the in- 
vestigator began his compilation of a list of American men 
of letters. Five encyclopedias of biography and literature 
were carefully studied. These were : 

1 A. Odin, op. cit.y p. 365. ' Ibid,, p. 366. 
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A Critical Dictionary of English Literature and British 
and American Authors, S. Austin Allibone (Phila- 
delphia, 1882). 

Appleton's Cyclopaedia of American Biography (New 
York, 1887). 

A Supplement to Allib one's Critical Dictionary of 
English Literature and British and American 
Authors, John Foster Kirk (Philadelphia, 1891). 

Lamb's Biographical Dictionary of the United States 
(Boston, 1900). 

The National Cyclopaedia of American Biography 
(New York, 1898). 

These five works were selected as constituting the most 
recent and exhaustive compilations concerning American 
letters and biography. The volumes of Allibone and Kirk 
contained practically no biographical notices, but simply 
the names of authors, titles of books written, and the nirni- 
ber of editions and translations of each. These works were 
especially useful in determining the diffusion of a work 
in time and space. The other three encyclopedias were 
typical biographical dictionaries. Their use was essential 
in determining the importance of literati who did not write, 
as well as in estimating the popularity of authors who 
wrote after 1891, when Kirk's volumes appeared. 

It soon became apparent that the different sources were 
not equally reliable. The works of Appleton and Lamb 
seemed satisfactory in every way. Their articles were dig- 
nified and moderate in tone, and their statements were ap- 
parently always justified by the sources on which they were 
based. On the other hand, the National Encyclopedia often 
seemed extravagant in its praise of an author, devoting 
more space to writers of doubtful merit than to other men 
of established reputation. Consequently it was frequently 



29] METHOD OF INVESTIGATION 29 

deemed necessary to discount its assertions to some extent. 
The volumes by Allibone and Kirk seemed quite reliable 
as regards statements of the nature and amount of work 
done by an author. Librarians consider them to be standard 
works. 

In all cases of doubt as to whether an author was suffi- 
ciently important to be admitted to the list, additional 
works were consulted. The most important of these were : 

A Dictionary of American Authors, Oscar Fay Adams 
(Boston and New York, 1905). 

An American Anthology, Edmund Clarence Stedman 
(Boston and New York, 1900). 

Chamber's Cyclopaedia of English Literature (Phila- 
delphia, 1904). 

The Cyclopaedia of American Literature, Evert A. and 
George L. Duyckinck (Philadelphia, 1881). 

Who's Who in America (Qiicago, various dates). 

In spite of the deficiencies of these sources, it is believed 
that collectively they furnished an adequate criterion of 
the importance of American men of letters. 

The name of each litterateur mentioned in the foregoing 
volumes, who seemed to have any claim to a place on the 
roll, was put on a numbered card. On the card was also 
written the name of the class or classes of literary activity 
in which the author appeared to have made a significant 
record. When a man of letters had distinguished himself 
in several fields he was noted as belonging in all of them, 
though later in the statistical summaries he was counted 
only in that one in which he had achieved the greatest dis- 
tinction. On the card was also recorded a list of important 
books written, including a statement of reprints, new edi- 
tions, and translations, as well as any other facts which 
seemed to warrant the inclusion of the author in the ranks 
of American literati. 
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In the consideration of the names of candidates for the 
roll, the alphabetical order was followed. This method not 
only expedited the work, but served to prevent the intru- 
sion of any possible bias in favor of a particular time or 
place. Dates and places of birth were not noted till the 
final list had been completed. 

It seemed best to admit to the roll only persons bom prior 
to the year 185 1. There were two reasons for this restric- 
tion. The biographies of writers bom after 1850 were 
found to be few and incomplete. Moreover, it seemed un- 
fair to pass judgment on an author before it was certain 
that he had achieved his maximum literary reputation. For 
most of the younger writers such a decision could not be 
made. On the other hand, it appeared that few writers 
who had attained the age of sixty- f our ^ would be likely 
to alter their status in the literary world to any important 
degree. Hence it seemed quite safe to consider as candi- 
dates for the list all authors bom before 1851. 

None of the chief sources used were published after 
1900. Inasmuch, however, as no eligible author who was 
little known before 1900 subsequently sprang into promi- 
nence, it seems probable that these sources included the 
names of all persons who were sufficiently important at the 
time of the compilation of the roll (1914) to deserve a 
place on the roll of the thousand foremost American men 
of letters born prior to 185 1. 

The first preliminary survey gave a total of nearly thir- 
teen hundred names. This entire roll was carefully scruti- 
nized a second time, and the sources again consulted. It 
was then apparent that some authors had been included 

^ The list was compiled in 1914. Inasmuch as the latest reference 
works were consulted, including Who's Who in America for 1914-1915, 
it seems probable that the true rank of each living author was de- 
termined with adequate accuracy. 
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previously who did not fully measure up to the standard 
required for admission to the list. The names of authors 
whose importance seemed doubtful were carefully indi- 
cated. A third revision, not less thorough than the others, 
determined with a considerable degree of certainty what 
names were to be included in the final roll. Attention 
naturally centered on names of doubtful importance. To 
avoid all possibility of bias, however, every name, whether 
doubtful or not, was carefully considered a fourth time. 
The final list was found to contain one thousand and six 
names. 

The investigator had made no conscious attempt to ob- 
tain exactly one thousand names. He had no idea whether 
he would have nine hundred or eleven hundred names in 
the final list. Inasmuch, however, as the number obtained 
was so near one thousand, it seemed desirable to reduce the 
list to that nimiber to facilitate calculations. The names of 
five authors of children's stories were finally selected for 
elimination, because judged to be the least important on the 
roll. They were found only in Kirk's work, the least im- 
portant of the sources used. It would have been useless to 
retain them, for no biographical facts about the authors 
were available. The other name eliminated was that of a 
man who never put pen to paper as an author, but who dic- 
tated an account of King Philip's war, a narrative valued 
solely for its historical significance. Since this man was 
the only person on the list who did that kind of literary 
work, it seemed reasonable that he should be the sixth per- 
son to be dropped from the roll, particularly as there were 
apparently no other authors who could be considered less 
important. 

The facts noted during the compilation of the list of 
names facilitated division of the literati, during these sur- 
veys, into two classes, those of major and those of minor 
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importance. This division made it possible to determine 
whether the more prominent writers were born in circimi- 
stances different in kind or in degree from those in which 
mediocre authors appeared.^ 

This division was made in accordance with the degree of 
success which men of letters had achieved, measured, as 
before, by the diffusion of their works in time and space.* 

The more prominent authors formed the smaller of the 
two groups. For convenience its members are hereafter 
designated as men of talent. The minor literati who con- 
stituted the other group are called men of merit.* 

Men of talent were classified as follows: (i) authors 
whose works had been translated into foreign lang^ges ; * 
(2) those writers whose works were very widely read in 
other English-speaking countries during their lifetime; (3) 
writers whose works were read extensively after their 
'death ;° and (4) those literary patrons, librarians, actors, 
and orators whose reputation endured after their decease. 

After the final roll had been determined, the desired facts 

1 Cf. Odin, op. cit.j pp. 374 et seq. 

2 Cf. supra, p. 25. 

^ In making this classification foreign works were consulted, espec- 
ially Meyers Grosses Conversations-Lexicon (Leipzig and Vienna, 
1906), and La Grand Encyclopedie (Paris, no date). This was done 
in order to discover to what extent the works of the more important 
American authors were read and esteemed abroad. 

* Exception was made of authors of works of missionary or tem- 
perance propaganda, writers of text-books on non-literary subjects, 
explorers who owed their success as authors chiefly to their sub- 
jects, authors of works of special interfest to a foreign people because 
dealing with some phase of their national life or history, and authors 
whose residence abroad apparently caused the translation of their 
works. 

^ From this category were omitted those authors whose works were 
valued chiefly as historical sources, and authors of posthumous works 
which enjoyed only ordinary success. 
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bearing upon the nature and nurture of each person on the 
list were collected. A questionnaire sent to living authors 
and to the immediate relatives of others met with an unex- 
pectedly cordial reception. One hundred and seventy-five 
schedules were returned, more than seventy per cent of 
those sent out. Biographies furnished abundant informa- 
tion in regard to perhaps fifteen per cent of the thousand 
literati. Facts about the others were gathered from ency- 
clopedias, magazine articles, and various scattered sources. 
Many facts could not be discovered, but those collected 
were sufficiently numerous to be representative, and to 
serve as the basis of significant statistical calculations.^ 

When all available facts concerning each author had been 
collected and recorded on the individual cards, the process 
of analyzing the data was begun. It was then a simple 
matter to isolate for consideration any recorded fact, by 
means of sorting the cards. The results of this analysis 
and interpretation constitute the subject-matter of the next 
chapter. 

* In the absence of reason for believing that the facts collected arc 
biased, there is no statistical error in proceeding to draw inferences 
from samples chosen by any unprejudiced method. Cf. A. L. Bowley, 
An Elementary Manual of Statistics (London, 1910). 



CHAPTER III 

Analysis and Interpretation of Data 

This study, as has been stated in the preface, was origi- 
nally undertaken with the intention of making an investiga- 
tion exactly parallel to that of Odin. The plan was to dis- 
cover, with respect to American men of letters, whether 
Odin's contention that nature is much more important than 
nurture was sustained. It was the belief and hope of the 
author that the data collected would lend themselves to such 
interpretation, and thereby be in harmony with Professor 
Ward's argument for the preponderant influence of en- 
vironment over heredity, as presented in his interesting 
work, Applied Sociology.^ As the work progressed, how- 
ever, and as the tables on heredity were prepared, it became 
evident that, in order to reveal the whole truth, methods of 
manipulating the data which were not used by Odin would 
have to be employed. Hence it became necessary to scruti- 
nize from as many angles as possible the data which had 
been collected, instead of simply following the method of 
analysis which Odin had used.^ Tables were therefore pre- 
pared to present the data from many points of view. Some- 
times a table was made simply to present facts in a con- 
venient summary. More frequently, however, one was pre- 

* Lester F. Ward, Applied Sociology (Boston, 1906). 

• As a result of this modification of the plan of study, a few tables 
are introduced in the following pages which are quite unlike any pre- 
sented by Odin. In the main, however, his method of analysis was 
closely followed. 

34 [34 
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pared in the hope that it would throw some light on the 
particular phase of the subject under investigation. The 
first table prepared, showing the absolute number of literati 
bom in each decade, is an instance of the first type. This 
summary was naturally followed by a study of the relative 
number of men of letters bom in each decade. As it was 
found that the number fluctuated, a search was made for 
an explanation of the variation. Again, it appeared that 
certain families and environments had produced tmusual 
numbers of authors. This discovery led to the preparation 
of many additional tables, which, it was thought, might 
possibly make clear the reason for the facts observed. Some 
of these tables were later discarded because they appeared 
to have no particular significance. The others are presented 
and discussed in the following pages. Those presented were 
not originally prepared in the order in which they now 
stand. They are given in this sequence simply because this 
seems to be the manner of presentation best adapted to 
bring out the conclusions which resulted from studying the 
data in as unbiased a manner as possible. 

The conclusion to which a consideration of the tables 
seemed to lead is introduced here in the form of a thesis. 
It is not an arbitrary dogma to be defended at any cost, nor 
is it the theory which the investigator expected to find the 
data sustaining when he began his work. Rather is it a 
gradually developed conclusion which he felt obliged to 
accept as the result of his study. The arbitrary form of 
presentation is therefore used simply for the sake of defi- 
niteness and brevity. This thesis is as follows. 

In all ranks of American society there have been found 
men and women of literary ability. Much of this ability 
has been found in members of the same families, but it has 
been the monopoly of neither a select group of families nor 
of a particular nationality strain. This latent ability has 
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been brought to light by favorable environmental influences, 
of which there are two distinct kinds. One kind may be 
called education, or training, and includes those influences 
of home and school which are particularly potent during 
childhood and youth. The other kind includes all the re- 
maining elements of environment, especially the ideals and 
customs of the group in the midst of which one lives. Pos- 
session of even the best advantages at home and in school 
has made possible the development of great authors only 
when supplemented by this second factor of environment. 
In short, men of letters have appeared chiefly when the 
society of their time has appreciated and demanded litera- 
ture. Without such incentive to write, persons with natural 
literary ability and adequate training have tended to turn 
their efforts in other directions. 

This thesis can be put in the form of a simile, nature 
being likened to seed and nurture to ground. A combina- 
tion of either good ground and poor seed or poor ground 
and good seed will produce a better crop than when poor 
seed is sown on poor ground. No good crop is ever pro- 
duced, however, without the use of both good seed and good 
ground. In like manner gifted children who lack oppor- 
tunity, and dull children who possess every opportunity, 
achieve far more than dull children who lack favorable con- 
ditions of environment. Genius, however, is usually pro- 
duced only by a favorable combination of innate ability and 
the two factors of environment mentioned in the preceding 
paragraph. 

This thesis is of course only one form of the statement 
that both nature and nurture are of importance in the de- 
velopment of genius. It is in harmony with the opinions of 
those sociologists of whom Professor Cooley was quoted 
as representative in Chapter I. 

Now that the thesis has been stated and the method of 
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investigation has been made plain, the data on which the 
study is based can be presented and discussed. The appar- 
ent influence of various environmental conditions which 
seem to have affected the authors studied will first be con- 
sidered. Reason will next be given for a belief that cer- 
tain phenomena, explained in this study in terms of nurture, 
cannot possibly be interpreted chiefly in terms of natural 
ability, as Galton supposed. To this extent it will be shown 
that the results of the study harmonize with the opinions of 
Ward. Finally, however, evidence will be submitted for a 
belief that nurture alone cannot explain the development of 
American literati, as Ward believed, and an argument will 
be made so far in support of Galton's contention as to hold 
that original nature is at least an important factor in the 
development of genius. Thus it will be shown that appar- 
ently the theories of both Galton and Ward are partially 
right and partially wrong, and that a combination of the 
two theories, as in the thesis stated above, seems best to 
accord with the facts as observed. 

There are nine important environmental conditions which 
will be considered. They are as follows: (i) social en- 
vironment, by which is meant the ideals and customs of a 
group at any given time and place, (2) geographic environ- 
ment, (3) local environment, (4) education, (5) economic 
condition of parents, (6) occupation of father, (7) occu- 
pation of the literati themselves, (8) early religious train- 
ing, and (9) birth-rank in the family of brothers and sisters. 

Before these forces of nurture can be considered, how- 
ever, it is necessary to present a few facts about the history 
of American letters to serve as a backgrotmd for the discus- 
sion which is to follow. These facts are presented in Tables 
I and II. 

It appears in Table I that the number of literati bom in- 
creased very rapidly from the time of the American Revo- 
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lution till about 1820. After that time the absolute num- 
ber declined, though not at a uniform rate. The full sig- 
nificance of the change is brought out in Table II, which 
shows the relative number of men of letters bom in each 
decade. 

From Table II it appears that before 1771 there were 
bom on the average in each decade ten literary people 
per million of white population. This number gradually 
increased until, during the years 1791-1800, there were 
produced twenty-three authors per million. This birth- 
rate remained practically constant during the two succeed- 
ing decades. Then there was an abrupt diange. In the 
period 1821-30 the relative number of men of letters bom 
was less than sixty per cent of what it had been in the 
previous decade. This decline continued steadily, till in 
the last decade recorded the relative number of literati bom 
was less than thirty per cent of the number bom in the 
period of maximum fecundity.' 

' There are two colored literati on the roll. They are included in all 
studies except those summarized in Tables II, VIII, and XIV, where 
some ratio of white literati to white population is considered. The 
fact of this exclusion is in each case plainly indicated in discussion of 
the table. 

' It must be born in mind that, in all probability, the period of 
maximum literary productivity of an author is normally between forty 
and sixty years after his birth. Thus the literary birth-rate indicates 
roughly the amount of literary activity a half-century later. 
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TABLE II 

Absolute and Relative Numbers op American Literati of White 
Race, Born within the Present Territorial Limits of Conti- 
nental United States prior to 1851, Classified by 

Period of Birth ^ 



1 
Period of birth 


Absolute 
number 


1 
White population of 
the period in 
thousands * 


Number of literati 

per million of white 

population 


Before I77i 


68 

34 
49 

lOI 

118 
110 


6,735 • 
2,249 

3*170 

4»305 
5,861 

7,866 

10,522 

14,191 

I9»375 
74,274 


10 


I77I— 80 


15 

15 

23 
20 


1781 90 

1 7Q I— 1800 • 


IBOi^JO 


lftrT«.20 • 


176 

138 

163 

i 133 

' 980 


22 


1821—20 


13 
11 


182I— AG •.. 


1841-50 

Total 


7 
"3 



1 The eighteen Canadian writers can not be considered in this table, 
as there was no adequate census of Canada before 1850 on which to 
base comparisons. The two men of African descent are also omitted. 

• For the period since 1790 the figures are taken from the decennial 
census of the United States. Statistical Abstract of the United States, 
1909. Table 20. For the period prior to 1790 the figures are based 
on estimates in or derived from A Century of Population Growth in 
the United States, Bureau of Census (Washington, 1909). The very 
small population figures for mountain and pacific states are omitted 
to make this table comparable with Table XII. In estimating the 
white population for the colonial period it was assumed that, during 
the entire period prior to the first census, the colored population bore 
the same relation to the white population in each colony that it did in 
1790. This assumption did not entirely accord with the facts, but data 
on which to base more accurate estimates were not available. As a 
result of this assumption the period before 1771 was credited with a 
slightly larger number of literati per million of population than it 
really deserved. It is extremely unlikely, however, that the error was 
large enough to change the index figure given for the period even as 
much as from ten to nine. 

• It will be noted that, with the exception of the period before 1771, 
the number of literati born in each decade was compared with the 
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The statistics in Tables I and II thus show that the liter- 
ary activity of the American people has been far from uni- 
form in amoimt. This fact requires explanation. It is 
apparently best explained, in accordance with the thesis 
maintained in this study, in terms of the social environ- 
ment, the first of the nine environmental conditions which 
are to be considered. Authors of the first rank disappeared 
after the Civil War because their work seems to have been 
no longer appreciated. * In other words, the social environ- 
ment had become relatively unfavorable to literary activity. 
The reason for this change seems to be as follows. During 
the Reconstruction period the temper of the American peo- 
ple was profoundly altered. It is true that before the War 
the spirit of commercialism was strong, but many people 
still had leisure which they devoted to serious reading. 
Later, when all values seemed to be expressed in terms of 
money, the nation had less time to devote to a seemingly 
impractical subject like literature. Professor Cooley ad- 
mirably summarizes the argfument for this theory when he 
says: 

The real cause of literary and artistic weakness (in so far as it 

white population of the United States at the end of that decade. Each 
white person in the United States was counted in the population of 
each decade at the end of which he was alive. To obtain comparable 
results the same procedure was adopted for the period prior to 1771. 
The population for each decade was estimated, and the number of 
literati born in the period was recorded. Since these figures were too 
small to be significant, it seemed best to combine the estimates for 
the entire colonial period. The number of literati bom in the period 
before 1771 was of course found by adding the numbers born in each 
decade of the period. Likewise the estimated population for each 
decade was summed, to give a comparable population figure for the 
period. Only thus could significant figures be obtained. 

* The marked fall in the birth rate of literati took place perhaps fifty 
years before the corresponding decline in literature. It began after 
1820, and continued till the close of the period studied. 
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exists) I take to be chiefly the spiritual disorganization incident 
to a time of rather sudden transition. . . . No matter how 
gifted an individual may be, he is in no way apart from his 
time, but has to take that and make the best of it he can ; the 
man of genius is in one point of view only a twig upon which 
a mature tendency bears its perfect fruit. . . . Any ripe de- 
velopment of productive power in literary or other art implies 
not merely capable individuals but the perfection of a social 
group, whose traditions and spirit the individual absorbs, and 
which floats him up to a point whence he can reach unique 
achievement. The unity of this group or type is spiritual, 
not necessarily local or temporal, and so may be difficult to 
trace, but its reality is as sure as the principle that man is a 
social being and cannot think sanely and steadfastly except 
in some sort of sympathy with his fellows. There must be 
others whom we can conceive as sharing, corroborating and 
enhancing our ideals, and to no one is such association more 
necessary than to the man of genius. ... no doubt such 
questions afford ground for infinite debate, but the under- 
lying principle that the thought of every man is one with 
that of a group, visible or invisible, is sure, I think, to prove 
sound; and if so it is indispensable that a great capacity 
should find access to a group whose ideals and standards are 
of a sort to make the most of it.^ 

Among other significant facts in the history of American 
letters which seem to be explained in the light of this 
proposition better than by either the theory of Galton or of 
Ward there are seven which are particularly worthy of 
notice. The first appears in Table III. From this table it is 
evident that from colonial times to the period at which this 
study ended, there was a fairly steady decline in the pro- 
portion of literati of superior achievement, called men of 
talent. It seems probable that the same influences which 

* Cooley, Social Organization, pp. 162 et seq. 
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caused fewer potential men of letters to devote themselves 
to authorship had an especially strong effect on men of ex- 
ceptional ability. It is apparently reasonable to assume that 
men of genius are more dependent upon their environment 
than are others, for, as Cooky remarks : " being thinner- 
skinned, they are more suggestible, more perturbable, and 
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peculiarly in need of the right sort of surroundings to keep 
their delicate machinery in fruitful action ".' Presumably 
the best potential American authors, those endowed with 
the finest sensibilities, were the persons whose sensitive 
minds were most ready to give up the pursuit of letters 
when conditions became unfavorable. Thus the fact that 
the relative number of literati of talent began to decline 
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while the absolute number of authors was still increasing, 
is probably to be explained on the ground that the men of 
superior ability were the first to sense the baneful influence 
of approaching philistinism. 

The second of the seven noteworthy facts which seem 
best explained as due to changes in the social environment 
is presented in Table IV. This table shows that the decline 
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of American letters was not manifest in all kinds of litera- 
ture. The number of authors diminished in nine of the 
twelve fields of literary activity under consideration, but 
the munber of actors, dramatists, and prose writers did not 

■ In the compilation of this table each author was counted only in 
that field of activity in which he seemed to have att^ed the greatest 
distinction. 

' The exact character of these classes is defined on pages ai-33. 
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decline during the last few decades studied.^ The theory 
advanced above readily explains this apparent exception to 
the general tendency. Activity increased in the three kinds 
of work which were in harmony with the spirit of the time. 
This activity furnished what the people demanded. The 
environment being favorable, the ntimber of literati in these 
three fields naturally tended to increase. 

The third noteworthy fact, discovered from data not 
here presented, is that in these three fields in which activity 
was increasing, apparently because of greater popular in- 
terest, there was not a growing proportion of literati of 
talent compared with those of merit. It might seem that, 
according to the theory that when literature is in popular 
favor conditions stimulate the production of literary genius, 
an increase in the number of men of talent in these fields 
should have been expected. In reality, however, such an 
increase would not harmonize with that theory, while the 
decline in the ranks of men of talent observed is quite in 
accord with it. This paradox is explained as follows. In 
the first place, it must be remembered that, at the time when 
the authors bom in the latter decades studied were writing, 
popular taste in fiction and the drama was not at all what it 
had been several decades previously. Even the attitude of 
the public toward the players had changed. People did not 
then have, as formerly, enduring interest in an actor. The 
desire of the public was for the recent. " Popular " books 
were lauded, and it was not fashionable to read books 

* These facts were further verified by the results of another analysis 
in which the method of procedure served as a check to the one used 
in compiling Table IV. In this case each litterateur was counted onc6 
for every line of activity in which he had achieved distinction. Re^ 
suits differed so little from those noted in Table IV that it seemed 
needless duplication to print even the summaries. It is quite evident 
that literary activity declined at approximately the same rate as did 
the number of literati. 
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which had been tested by time. Popular taste was also 
provincial, rather than catholic. It did not care for litera- 
ture which was universal in its appeal, but preferred that 
which dealt with matters of local and transient interest. 
This provincialism may well accoiuit for the small number 
of writers of talent in the later decades of the study. 
Authors of merit merely produced what the people would 
read. It was a poor literature which could not command a 
foreign audience, or even hold the attention of Americans 
for any length of time. In other words, popular taste had by 
its very nature made it increasingly difficult for a litterateur 
to win recognition as a man of talent, though comparatively 
easy for a man to attain the rank of a man of merit. 

The fourth significant fact to be noted in connection 
with the theory under consideration is given in Table V, 
which contains an analysis of the fields of activity of liter- 
ary women. The table shows that women did considerable 
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work in popularizing, in poetry and in prose writing. These 
were the fields of literary activity which the public seemed 
to consider most appropriate for women. It is noteworthy 
that, during the last few decades considered, the number of 
literary women increased only in the Aelds of acting and 
prose writing, two of the three fields in which the number 
of men also increased. 

The fifth of the series of facts best understood in the light 
of the theory of the influence of the social environment is 
given in Table VI. The authors are here classified, by period 
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of birth, as of one, two, or three or more fields of activity. 
It appears that in the period 1841-50 there were relatively 

' When the percentage figures in this table are added on horizontal 
lines the totals will not in every case equal 100 because of cumulative 
error. The inaccuracy, however, is slight. 
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far fewer literati of two or more fields than at any previous 
time in American history. This decline may have been 
either a temporary fluctuation or a real tendency due to the 
same influence which caused the decline in the number of 
men of letters in general. If it was the manifestation of a 
real tendency, it can perhaps be explained by the supposition 
that the more versatile potential literati found it easy to 
adapt themselves to unfavorable conditions, and were there- 
fore the first to give up the pursuit of letters. 

The sixth fact of this series is brought out in Table VII, 
which shows the field of chief activity of authors born in 
the various groups of states.^ These figures speak for 
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' When a man of letters had distinguished himself in several fields 
he is noted in Appendix B as belonging in all of them. In these 
tables, however, he is counted only in that one in which he had 
achieved the greatest distinction. 

^ The exact character of these classes is defined on pages 21-22. 
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themselves. Calculations not given in the table show 
further that in all but one subject New England produced 
more literati, in proportion to population, than did any other 
group of states. The lead was particularly marked in the 
classes of patrons, librarians, publicists, and speculative 
writers. The Middle Atlantic states produced in absolute 
numbers more dramatists than all the other groups com- 
bined, and relatively more than any other single group. 
The absolute number of actors and narrators credited to 
them was also larger than that of any other group, though 
relatively New England had the lead. The South Atlantic 
states showed their greatest relative strength in the class of 
orators, where they ranked above the Middle Atlantic 
states, though still far below New England.^ 

These differences are readily explained by the same prin- 
ciple which explained the decline, in the country as a whole, 
of all but three fields of letters.^ No doubt the mark of 
approbation or ban of disapproval set by a group upon any 
particular form of literary activity has tremendous influ- 
ence in stimulating or retarding activity of this sort. This 
fact may well explain the predominance of New England 
in the fields of patrons, librarians, publicists and specula- 
tive writers, fields which seem more characteristic of the 
Puritan than does the drama, in which the Middle Atlantic 
states held the lead. 

Finally, in the seventh place, Table III shows a fact not 
mentioned when the table was previously discussed, namely, 
that the number of literary women increased fairly steadily 
from colonial times to the end of the period studied. Ap- 

* These facts were still further confirmed by a separate analysis in 
which each litterateur was counted once for each field in which he 
had achieved distinction. The general results were so similar to 
those shown in Table VII that it seemed unnecessary to print them. 

2 Cf. supra, p. 40. 



49] ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA 49 

parently the chief explanation for this increase in the liter- 
ary activity of women is to be found in the gradual removal 
of the ban so long placed upon feminine activity of any 
kind not intimately associated with the home, church or 
school. In other words, a changed social environment 
seems to have been the thing essential to the development 
of literary women. It is possible, however, that the diver- 
sion of masculine effort to non-literary fields also affected 
the situation to some extent. 

This series of tables has brought forth three conclusions 
regarding the influence of the social environment. It ap- 
pears, in the first place, that literati were chiefly developed 
in groups of states where the kind of literature which they 
produced was in high popular esteem (Table VII). In 
the second place, it seems that, in the country as a whole, 
authors appeared most frequently and showed the greatest 
skill and versatility when their contemporaries were in 
sympathy with their work (Tables I to VI). Finally, it 
seems apparent that a favorable environment was essential 
to the development of literary women (Table III). Thus 
all these conclusions seem to furnish substantial reasons for 
a belief in the great power of group ideals and customs, 
the social environment, over the development of American 
men of letters. 

This ends the discussion of the subdivision, social en- 
vironment. The next of the nine topics under the general 
subject, environment, is that of the influence of the geo- 
graphic environment. Under this topic five tables will be 
presented. These show that, in proportion to population, 
different sections of the country varied greatly in the num- 
ber, rank and versatility of their literary sons and daugh- 
ters. Reason will be given, however, for believing that geo- 
graphic environment was not of prime importance in the 
production of American literati, but was simply correlated 
with other factors of far greater significance. 
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TABLE VllI 
Ameiican Lttebati Classified by Sex and by Rank, by State o 

INCE or BlBTH, TOdElHKB WITH THE RXLATIVB FBCiniDITV l> 
LlTSRATl OF KACH STATK OK PBOVIMCE 

Women Total 



8 I 



N«w Hampshire 

Vermont 

Huuchuietti. ■ 
Rhode IfUnd.. 
Connecticat ■ . . 

New York 

Ktw Jtiaej. . . ■ 

Delawue 

Muyland 

District oi Columbia 

VirgiDia 

North Caiolina. - 
South Carolina . ■ 

Gera^U 

Alsbam* 

Hiuinippi 

K«ntnck; 

Loniiiana 

Arktnau 

Ohio 

Indiana 

Illinoii 

Uichigati 

Wsconiin ..... 



TotaL 641 3i8 jiia j jg 753 1247 859 '141 jiouo '73796*13 

> No figures can be given for Canada because population estimates 
are lacking. ' Includes one man of African descent. 

* The population base is derived by summing the figures indicating 
the white population for each decade from the founding of a state or 
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In the first of these tables (Table VIII), the authors are 
classified by state or province of birth, by sex and by rank. 
The most significant figures of this table appear under the 
column headed Index. This colunm contains for each state 
a figure indicating the average number of white literati, 
per million of white population, born in that state or colony 
prior to 1851. The figure was derived by summing the 
figures indicating the white population for each decade 
from the founding of that state or colony up to 185 1. By 
this total, called population base, was divided the number 
of white literati born in the state or colony during the same 
period.^ For instance, the sum of the estimated and enum- 
erated decennial white population figures for Massachusetts, 

colony up to 185 1. In the table the figures of population base arc 
given in thousands (i. e., three naughts [000] are omitted in each 
case). In estimating the white population for the colonial period it 
was assumed that, during the entire period prior to the first census, 
the colored population bore the same relation to the white population 
that it did in 1790. While the assimiption did not exactly accord 
with the facts, it seemed inadvisable to attempt to obtain greater ac- 
curacy. Better results would have been attained only at a labor cost 
out of all proportion to their value. As a result of the method used 
the states with a large colored population seem to have produced 
relatively more literati than should really be credited to them. The 
error, however, cannot be significant, for the total population of the 
colonial period was relatively small. 

^ This total differs slightly from that of Table II because it excludes 
the population of several southern states which produced no literati 
before 1851. 

5 This index (13) is based on a population total of 74,274 which in- 
cludes the populations of several southern and western states the popu- 
lations of which were enumerated in 1850 or earlier, but which had 
produced no literati and which, therefore, were not included in the 
separate categories of this table. The number of literati included in 
the calculations for this figure (13) was 980. Eighteen Canadian literati 
were omitted because of the lack of Canadian population estimates. 
The two men of African descent were also omitted. The three men of 
unknown region of birth were, however, included. 

^ The population figures are taken from census returns and estimates 
in or derived from A Century of Population Growth tn the United 
States, 
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from 1620 to 1850 inclusive, calculated in each decade to 
the nearest thousand, was 5,637. When by this sum was 
divided 246, the number of white literati born in that state 
during the same period, an index number of 44 was ob- 
tained. 

This procedure had the following justification. Plainly 
a figure derived by dividing the population of a state at the 
end of any decade, by the number of authors bom in the 
state during that decade, would be an index of the relative 
productivity of literati by that state during the decade. Such 
figures could have been obtained, but because of the small 
numbers concerned their significance would have been 
slight. However, when the numbers of white literati bom 
during each decade are summed, and the figures for the white 
population living at the end of each decade are also summed 
and expressed in millions, and when this former sum is 
divided by the latter, there results a figure which indicates 
the average productivity of literati by a state in each decade, 
per million of white population. This index number is 
chiefly significant as a measure of the relative literary fecun- 
dity of the different states. 

The chief points brought out by the index ntimbers of 
this table are as follows : 

(i) With the exception of Vermont and Rhode Island, 
all the New England states ranked higher than their nearest 
competitor, New York. 

(2) Massachusetts and Connecticut stood far above the 
other New England states, and Massachusetts had a large 
lead over Connecticut. 

(3) The District of Columbia ranked next to Massachu- 
setts. 

(4) The relative importance of the southern states was 
slight. Of all the states south of Mason and Dixon's line, 
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TABLE IX 
American Literati Classified by Rank by Region of Birth 



Region of 
birth 1 



Canada 

New England . . • . . 
Middle Atlantic. ... 

South Atlantic 

East South Central 
West South Central 
East North Central 
West North Central 
Unknown 
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352 
246 
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14 
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316 

99 

15 
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53 
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Talent 
per cent • 



28 
22 

19 



28 



24.7 



Maryland alone had as high rank as the lowest of the New 
England and Middle Atlantic states. 

(5) The states formed from the Northwest Territory on 
the whole ranked with the southern states, distinctly lower 
than those of the east.' 



* New England — Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, Connecticut. 

Middle Atlantic — New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania. 

South Atlantic — Delaware, Maryland, District of Columbia, Virginia, 
West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida. 

East South Central — Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi. 

West South Central — Arkansas, Louisiana, Texas, Oklahoma. 

East North Central — Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin. 

West North Central — Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas. 

2 Not given when very few persons are concerned, for the ratio 
would be spuriously accurate and therefore misleading. 

' Care must be used in drawing comparisons among states in cases 
where the recorded instances are too few to permit accurate statistical 
deductions. 

Other investigators have discovered striking differences in the pro- 
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The second of the five tables considered under the subject 
of geographic environment (Table IX), shows the region 
of birth of literati, classified according to rank. It appears 
that the northern states have produced more persons of 
talent than have those of the south. The figures also show 
that both New England and the East North Central states 
produced unusually large proportions of literati of talent. 

Standing by themselves, the foregoing figures might seem 
inconclusive. They are borne out, however, by results pre- 

TABLE X 

American Literati Classified as of One, Two, or Three or More 
Fields of Activity, by Region of Birth 
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duction of prominent citizens by different sections of the country. Cf, 
James McKeen Cattell, American Men of Science (New York, 1910) ; 
George R. Davies, "A Statistical Study in the Influence of Environ- 
ment," Quarterly Journal of the University of North Dakota, vol. iv, 
no. 3; and Scott Hearing, "The Geographic Distribution of American 
Genius," Popular Science Monthly, vol. 85, p. 189. 

1 Not given when very few persons are concerned, for the ratio 
would be spuriously accurate and therefore misleading. The totals in 
these columns are based on the complete absolute figures. 
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AuutiCAN Literati CLAssmto by State of Bimi and Fkuod op Biktk 
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sented in the third of the tables on geographic environment 
(Table X). This table shows the region of birth of literati; 
classified as of one, two and three or more fields of activity. 
In this table, the New England and East North Central 
states again appear appreciably in the lead.' 

' An unpublished classiiication of literati by sex, according to the 
group of states in which they were born showed remarkable uniformitjr 
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In the fourth place, classification of men of letters by 
decade and state of birth (Table XI) shows plainly that the 
relative importance of the states was not constant. The 
full extent of the changes in the relative importance of the 
states in the production of men of talent is not apparent, 
however, till one considers the results of a further analysis 
which yielded the fifth and last of the tables on geographic 
environment, on the literary fecundity of each g^oup of states 
in proportion to white population (Table XII). The decline 
in the number of literati made manifest in Table II is here 
shown (Table XII) to be no local phenomenon. During the 
latter decades studied there was a marked diminution in 
the relative number of men of letters bom in every group 
of states which possessed enough authors to make figures 
significant. Table XII also shows that the center of Ameri- 
can literary activity was slowly but surely shifting. In the 
decade 1841-50, New England was still supreme, but its 
lead had been appreciably reduced. The East North Cen- 
tral states showed the least relative decline in literary fecun- 
dity, a fact which may indicate that the future literary 
leadership of the country is to be theirs. When the history 
of the nation as a whole is considered, however, it seems 
that New England*s predominance during the period studied 
was little short of marvelous. The group produced in pro- 
jH^rtion to jH^pulation more than twice as many literati as 
did the Middle Atlantic states, and more than six times as 
many as did the South .\tlantic group, or any of the other 
gnnijvs of states. 

in th<» |\^\^^H^^tu^n cnniitt^l h> fuch. No group of states appeared to 
^y[vit«(^« c\M\\1ition* ivarticularly favoraWe to the devrfopnacnt of Htcr- 
ary uWwt m vM»t *<fx. rather than in the other 
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TABLE XII 
Reiativb Litbrati Productivity of the Several Groups of States 
AbbieviatioDs: Pop„ nhilepopuUtion o( the regional Ihe end of the period, in tbonunds; lit., 
white Uteiati bom in tbe Tegion during the period; Ratio, Dumber of literati bom per millioo of 
white popnktion Hving in tbe region at the end of the period.' 
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' The ratio wa* not calculaKd in the case of those states where both the popalalion and the 
nnmbet of literati produced «aa very small, (or such a ratio would be inaccurate and misleading. 

•The population summation here given diflers from that given in Table VIII because this figure 
includes the populalion of -several southern and western states which produced no literati before 
185 and which, therefore, were not included in ihe earlier table. 

This figure doe* not include eighlten Canadians, two white reNdeoti of the United Statei 
whose exact place of birth was unknown, and the two negroes, for one of whom the place of biith 
n'i alio unknown. 
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All five tables which have been presented under the sub- 
ject of geographic environment thus show this same fact, 
namely, that there were great differences in the literary pro- 
ductivity of different sections of the country during the 
entire period studied. 

There are, of course, two possible ways in which the dif- 
fering literary productivity of the several states can be ex- 
plained, namely, in terms of nature or nurture. If one 
believes that nature is greatly predominant over nurture he 
may hold that this difference was due to the fact that the 
northern states were inhabited by persons of superior stock. 
If, on the other hand, he thinks that nurture is much more 
important than nature, he will explain the high literary 
fecundity of the north in terms of some environmental in- 
fluence. 

To prove the first of these theories it is necessary to prove 
two things, namely, that a g^eat diversity of population 
elements was found in the several states, and that there 
also existed considerable differences of innate ability in the 
different population elements. There is no evidence that 
either of these conditions existed. In the first place, the 
relative numbers of persons of different nationalities found 
in the several states were fairly uniform in 1790, and it 
was not till after 1840 that large numbers of immigrants 
began to come to America and congregate in the north.^ 
In the second place, it is still unproved, as will presently be 
shown, that the different nationality strains in the country 
varied widely in innate ability.^ Hence it appears that some 
factor of the environment must be sought to explain the 
differing literary productivity of the different sections of 
the country. 

^ Cf, A Century of Population Growth. Diagram 11, p. 118. 
• Cf, infra, p. 89. 
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It might possibly be inferred from a certain degree of 
correlation between different kinds of geographic environ- 
ment and different types of literary talent, brought out by 
Table VII, and also by the facts discussed in the last few 
pages, that geographic environment was causally related to 
the distribution of men of letters. A little study will show, 
however, that so far as correlation exists it was due chiefly 
to other factors. One might infer, perhaps, that the south- 
em states were handicapped by heat, humidity and dis- 
ease. This is probably true to a considerable extent. It is 
evident, however, that climatic conditions cannot be con- 
sidered the predominant influence, because adjacent states 
possessing practically identical topographical and meteoro- 
logical conditions varied widely in literary fecundity. Some 
other influence must be sought to explain why, for example, 
Alabama ranked far below Georgia, and Rhode Island below 
both Massachusetts and Connecticut, while the District of 
Columbia stood far above either Maryland or Virginia. 
Thus one is led to conclude that though no doubt geographic 
environment did play a part in the production of literary 
talent, it was far less important than other factors.^ 

Density, also, might appear to have had an important in- 
fluence, since, for example, the relatively crowded New 
England and Middle Atlantic states were relatively more 
productive of men of letters. A superficial examination of 
the census reports, however, shows that there was not a 
uniform relation between the two conditions. If there had 
been such a uniform relation, Rhode Island, for instance, 
would have headed the list of states, instead of ranking* 
seventh, and Delaware would have been above Maine, New 

* This conclusion is identical with that of Odin. He conceded that 
geographic environment has some influence in the production of men 
of letters, but considered that its influence is too small to be measured. 
Odin, op. cit., pp. 439 et seq. 
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TABLE XIII 

Aheucan Literati CLASsinsD BV Rank and bv Charactex op BtsTU Place (State 

Cafitau Chief Crrv of State, Countv Seat, and otheb Pijuxs') 

AbbreviUioDt : M., merit; T., Ulent; To., toUL 
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' Fieqnentl; a city w«s both the capital and chief city of a state, and both capitals and chi«f 
cities nere nsnally comit; seats. When born in sach a community, literati were credited to the 
capital ratber tban to the chief city, and to the chief city rather than to the count; seat The 
location of a few coonly seats changed during the period studied, but tbe result of the investigatioo 
can be affected only slightly by the fact that these changes were ignored. The list of capital*, 
•Uei cities and county seats used is tha.t of 1S50. 
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Hampshire and Vermont, instead of ranking far below 
them/ 

Nevertheless it may still seem as though density were in 
some way connected with literary fecundity. In order to 
investigate further the relation of the two phenomena, a 
separate study of various aspects of the local environment, 
the third of the nine environmental influences, was made 
(Tables XIII to XV) . Table XIII shows the men of letters 
classified as born in a state or provincial capital, the chief 
city of a state or province, a county seat, or elsewhere^ 
From this table it appears that the capitals produced 11.2 
per cent of the literati, the chief cities 20.8 per cent more> 
and the county. seats added another 18.3 per cent. Thus it 
may be said that half (50.3 per cent) of all American men 
of letters were born in places which were relatively metro- 
politan, even though their actual population may not have 
been large. 

Further calculations showed that although, during the 
period studied, the capitals and chief cities of the several 
states had never contained over nine per cent of the total 
population of the United States, they had been the birth- 
place of approximately thirty-two per cent of the men of 
letters.' Thus it appears that in proportion to population 
cities have been very rich in men of letters. 

* Cf. Ward, Applied Sociology, pp. 169 et seq., and Davies, loc, cit, 
p. 232. 

"County seats were not included because their population figures 
were not readily available. 

The population of 1850 for the cities under consideration was found 
by adding together their respective populations, as given in the Com- 
pendium of the Seventh Census, pp. 338 et seq. The total population 
for these cities constituted nine per cent of the total population of the 
United States. Since the urban population of the nation had increased 
from the founding of the Republic, this proportion was a maximum 
for the entire period considered. In this phase of the study the Can- 



62 AMERICAN MEN OF LETTERS [62 

The results of a more detailed study of the influence of 
cities is given in Table XIV, which shows the literary fecun- 
dity of the fifty leading cities of the country in 1850, and 
of six other cities which produced five or more literati.* 

In this table the cities are arranged according to the size 
of their population base, a figure obtained by summing fig- 
ures for the white population in each census year for the 
period 1781 to 1850 (Column I). Colimins II and III give 
the number of literati of merit and of talent who were bom 
in each city, and Coliunn IV combines these two classes. 
Column V gives the niunber of literati bom in each city 
between 1781 and 1850. This figure had to be used for 
comparative purposes, for population figures were available 
for this period only. Colimm VI, headed Index, contains 
a figure calculated by dividing the niunber of literati bom 
in a city between 1781 and 1850 by the population base for 
that city. It indicates the relative literary fecundity of the 
city. Figures for cities having a population base of less 
than fifty [thousand] are not given, as they would be spur- 
iously accurate and therefore misleading. Enough figures 
are gfiven, however, to show significant differences among 
cities.' 

adian literati were not considered, because population estimates for 
Canadian cities were lacking. 

No correction was made for the influence of the colored populatioii, 
which was overwhelmingly rural before 185a If the study had been 
of white literati and white population only, the relative fecundity of 
the cities would appear somewhat smaller, but the general condusioii 
of the study would be the same. 

> Actually only fifty cities appear on the Hst. Figures for the five 
which have since been annexed to Philadelphia and for the area whidi 
has been annexed to Brooklyn are combined with the figures for the 
annexing cities* 

* It is worthy of note that most of the cities whidi produced rebfc- 
ttvely large numbers of authors were also relatively productive of men 
of talent 
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TABLE XIV 

Absolute and Relative Numbers of Literary Persons Born in 

Important Cities 
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City 



New York 

Philadelphia 

Baltimore 

Boston 

Brooklyn 

New Orleans 

Cincinnati 

Albany 

PtoYidence.. 

St Louis 

Pittsburgh 

Salem 

Charleston 

LouisvUle 

Troy 

Newark 

Washington 

Buffalo 

Rochester 

New Haven 

Portland 

Richmond 

Lowell 

Charlestown 

Hartford 

New Bedford 

Portsmouth 

Newburyport 

Roxbury 

Lynn 

Utica 

Cambridge 

Reading 

Worcester 

Norwich 

San Francisco 

Chicago 

Allegheny 

Norfolk 

Detroit 

litchfieldy Conn .... 

Syracuse 

Dorchester 

Bangor 

Columbus. 



Popula- 
tion 
Base' 



1346 
1038* 
421 
412 
274 « 
213* 
199 

139 

"7 
III 

95 
91 
80 

80 

74 
73 
72 

71 
67 

63 
60 

60 

60 

54 

53 

53 

50 
48 

46 
43 

42 
40 

39 
38 
36 

35 

34 

34 

33 

33 
29 

29 

28 

28 

26 



Rank of literati 



Merit 



69 
40 

15 
49 

4 
I 



8 

3 
3 



10 

5 
I 

2 



4 

3 
I 

9 
6 

2 

I 

5 

5 

I 



2 

5 



I 
3 



3 
I 

3 
I 



Talent 



15 

17 
I 

20 

I 

I 



I 

5 
I 

I 

4 

2 



ToUl 



I 
I 

7 



I 

2 



2 
3 



2 
2 



I 
2 



84 

16 
69 

5 

2 



9 
8 

4 
I 

14 

7 
I 

2 



1781- 
1850 



5 

3 

2 

10 

13 

2 

I 
6 

7 
I 

7 
II 

I 



2 
9 



2 
5 



I 

3 
I 

5 
I 

5 
I 



80 

49 
16 

53 

5 

2 



9 
8 

4 
I 

12 

7 
I 

2 



5 

3 

2 

9 

13 

2 

I 

4 

7 
I 

7 

9 
I 



2 
4 



I 

3 
I 

5 
I 

4 



Index' 



59 

47 

38 
129 

18 
9 



36 

II 

132 

88 

13 
27 



69 
42 
30 

143 
217 

33 

17 

74 

132 

19 
140 



« • • • • • • 



1 Cf, supra, p. 51. The figure for the population base was in each 
case derived by summing figures given for the population of a city, 
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TABLE XIV -- Concluded 



City 



Savannah . 
Qeveland.. 
Milwaukee. 
Mobile... . 
Hingham . 



Popula- 
tion 
Base 



25 

25 
21 

21 

20 



Rank of literati 



Merit i Talent 



2 
I 
I 



Total 



2 
2 
I 



Viso ^°<'« 



2 
2 
I 



by decades, correct to the nearest thousand. Most of these figures 
were found in the Compendium of the Eleventh Census, Section on 
Population, Table 4a. The base is given in thousands. Three zeros 
[000] are omitted in each case. 

In the cases of Bangor, Portsmouth, Newburyport, Salem, Charles- 
town, Roxbury, Dorchester, Hingham, Norwich and Litchfield, the 
population figures were compiled from figures given in the reports of 
each decennial census. In a few cases the data were incomplete, and 
population estimates had to be made for Cambridge, 1830; Charles- 
town, 1790; Litchfield, 1790 and 1830; Norwich, 1790 and 1830; Hart- 
ford, 1790; New Haven, 1790; and Albany, 1810. 

It would have been desirable to use figures for the white population 
only, but the colored population was not reported separately in the 
earlier censuses. A rough and partial correction was made for the 
colored population in cities south of Mason and Dixon's line and the 
Ohio River. It was assumed that the colored population had always 
constituted the same proportion of the population of these cities that it 
did in 1900. The appropriate figure was then subtracted from the total 
population in each decade, to obtain the figure given as the population 
base. Since the proportion of the colored population of these cities 
has tended to increase, the resulting figure is somewhat smaller than 
it should be in reality. The figure for the literary productivity of 
these cities is therefore correspondingly larger. In the case of the 
northern cities for which no correction for the colored population 
was made, the figure for the population base is of course somewhat too 
large, and the index is correspondingly small. 

2 In determining the population base of Philadelphia and Brookl3m, 
figures for areas which have since been annexed to them were included, 
and literati bom in those areas were of course also credited to the 
annexing cities. 

• The population base of New Orleans contains no figures from 
censuses prior to 1810. 

^ No index is given for cities having a population base of less than 
fifty, as it would be spuriously accurate and therefore misleading. 
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It appears from the table that some of the old cities of 
New England, such as Portland, Portsmouth, Newburyport, 
Salem, Boston, Cambridge, Hartford and New Haven, 
ranked very high. Other northern cities, such as Lowell, 
Lynn, Cincinnati, Newark, Brooklyn and Pittsburgh, ranked 
relatively low. Most of the southern cities also ranked low ; 
Charleston seems to have been a notable exception. 

How are these differences to be explained? Ward and 
Odin were of the opinion that the superior literary fecun- 
dity of cities in general is due to their superior educational 
advantages, and they explained differences among cities in 
the same way.^ 

On the other hand. Professor Thomdike points out the 
danger of assuming that educational opportunities entirely 
account for the high rank of cities when he says : " That 
cities give birth to an undue proportion of great men does 
not in the least prove that city life made them great; it may 
prove that cities attract and retain great men, whose sons 
are thus city born." ^ It seems reasonable to believe that 
the theory suggested by Thorndike partially explains the 
differences existing among cities. For instance, the birth- 
place of those authors who were the sons of Yale and Har- 
vard professors was obviously determined by the fact that 
New Haven and Cambridge had attracted their fathers. 
This theory may also explain the low rank of the industrial 
cities of the north, which contained little to attract persons 
of literary taste. Again, this theory seems to explain ade- 
quately the low rank of most southern cities, when it is 
remembered that the cities of the south were almost exclu- 
sively commercial centers, and that the leisure classes of the 
south were very fond of country life. Finally, the rank of 

* Cf, Applied Sociology, ch. ix, and Odin, op, cit., pp. 511 et seq, 

* Edward L. Thorndike, " A Sociologist's Theory of Education," The 
Bookman, vol. xxiv, p. 290. 
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a small town may be profoundly affected by the influence 
of a single family of great ability, as was the case with 
Litchfield. 

It is apparent, on the other hand, that cities which, before 
1 85 1, ranked high in men of letters, did possess superior 
educational opportunities, as Ward maintained. If not 
actually the seats of colleges, they were at any rate situated 
conveniently near them. In addition, they possessed an 
educational and literary tradition which must have been of 
no mean importance in stimulating the development of men 
of letters. 

Data are not at present available to show which of the 
two factors mentioned above was of more importance in 
the devdopment of literati in cities. Facts are available, 
however, which show the importance of education in the 
development of men of letters in general. It must be ap- 
parent to the most casual observer that the states which 
ranked highest in literary productivity were those which 
possessed greatest educational opportunities. Their literary 
fecundity cannot be explained on the theory that they were 
inhabited by persons of superior stock, for reasons to be 
noted on a subsequent page.^ Some environmental influence 
has therefore to be credited with the differences observed, 
and educational opportunities are the most conspicuous and 
apparently significant factor in which the north and east dif- 
fered from the south and west.^ The influence of educa- 
tion, the fourth of the environmental factors to be consid- 
ered, will now be indicated in Tables XV to XVIII. 

* C/. infra, p. 89. 

• This is not the place for a discussion of why certain sections of 
the country furnished better educational opportunities than did others. 
Greater economic surplus, the superior energy of the northern people 
and the momentum of the Puritan educational tradition may, however, 
be suggested as among the more important reasons why some sections 
of the country were particularly liberal in their patronage of education. 



67] 



ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA 



67 



TABLE XV 
Educatiok RBCZtVED BY Aheeican Litekati, Classified fi 

Field of Chief activitv 

Abbreviuioas: G. S. P., puiiiJ gninmBr tcbool coniie, oc len; G. S., full 

grammat icbool coarse; H. S. P.. partial high school coune; H. S^ full high 

(chool counci A. B, P., parLial college course; A. B., full college coune. The 

■ymbol mcBDi either the formal edacation stated, or iti eqaivalent. 
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Total 
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Table XV shows the education received by American 
literati, classified by field of chief activity,' From this table 
it appears that, with the exception of the two classes, actors 
and dramatists, there were more literati in each group who 
received a full college course than there were literati who 
received any other amount of education." It is obvious that 

' In the following tables on education the equivalent of a given 
amount of formal training, when received during childhood and yonth, 
is counted the same as that formal training. 

* It is true that the facts were not available in the case of every 
author. The figures for the lower education groups would therefor« 
probably be somewhat increased if the education received by all thfl 
Htcrati studied were known. Presumably the majority of those authors 
whose education could not be learned received relatively little formal 
instruction, for education received by an individual is more likely to 
be recorded when ample than when scanty. The possible error can not 
be serious, however. 
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an actor's education does not need to be academic. The 
dramatist is also quite as likely to be well equipped by close 
relations with the stage as by working with books. The 
figures indicate that for all other classes of men of letters, 
however, higher education was a great aid in achieving suc- 
cess. Even poets, who are reputed to be bom and not made, 
enjoyed at least a partial college course in more than half 
of the cases recorded. 

Over fifty per cent of all the literati studied received a 
full college education. No figures are available for the 
number of college graduates in that part of the American 
people which was bom before 1851. Certainly they did not 
number more than a few score thousand.^ Since this com- 
paratively small number of people produced more literati 
than the tens of millions of persons without a college de- 
gree, it is apparent that the man or woman with an academic 
education was several hundred times as likely to be a per- 
son who would achieve literary distinction as was the person 
without that training.* 

Tables XVI and XVII show, by decades, the education 
received by literary men and women. It appears that, in 
spite of some fluctuation, the degree of education received 
by literary men remained on the whole constant. By decades, 
from fifty-three to sixty-nine per cent were college gradu- 
ates. This relatively small fluctuation was accompanied 
by no consistent tendency for the proportion to increase 
or diminish. On the other hand, the degree of education 
received by women increased remarkably. While very few 
women bom even as late as 1850 enjoyed a college educa- 
tion, the proportion who graduated from high schools in- 

* In 1850 there were less than twenty-eight thousand students en- 
rolled in the colleges of the United States. Compendium of the Sev- 
enth Census, table cxlv. 

' Cf. Cattell, Davies. Odin, op, cit. 
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TABLE XVI 

Education Received by American Male Literati, Classified by Period 

OF Birth 



Period 
of birth 



Before 1771 
1771-80..,. 
1781-90.... 
1791-1800. . 
1801-10.... 
181 1-20.... 
1821-30. . . , 
1831-40. . . 
1841-50. . . 



Total 

Total per cent . 
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TABLE XVII 

Education Received by American Women of Letters, Classified by 

Period of Birth 



Period 
of birth 
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CO 

d 
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Pk 
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1 
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3 
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I 
I 
3 
4 
8 

1 

7 


1781-90 

I79I-I80O 

180I— 10. ...... 


• • • • 

• • • • 

• • • • 

I 

I 

« • • • 
2 

4 

3 


• • • • 
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2 
2 
. • • . 
I 
I 

6 

4 


3 

2 

3 

5 
2 

7 

2 


I 
1 

3 

4 

II 

H 
12 






20 
29 

25 
30 
65 

58 

59 


5 

7 
12 


I 




I8II-2O 

1821-30 

1831-40 

1841-50 


3 

2 

6 

2 


2 
2 

3 


23 
23 

38 
29 


Total 


27 
19 


46 
33 


14 
10 


7 

5 


48 


26 


141 


Total percent.. 



creased from zero to about sixty per cent. This latter fact 
is of great significance. It was noted in the discussion of 
Table III that in all probability the chief reason for the in- 
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crease in the number of literary women was the improve- 
ment of the social environment. This improvement had 
another aspect besides the disappearance of the ban of dis- 
approval which used to rest upon women who entered the 
field of letters. It included also the decline of the idea that 
women should not receive higher education. Since women 
promptly and successfully invaded the field of literature as 
soon as these two obstacles to their activity were removed, 
it seems evident that public approbation and education were 
necessary factors for the creation of American women of 
letters. 

The education received by literary men and women of 
more than one field of activity is shown in Table XVIII, 

TABLE XVIII 
EDUCAnoN RicEiviii BV American Utekati, Classified bv Sex and by Onk 

OR MOEK THAN ONB FIELD OF ACTIVITV 
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This table shows that sixty-four per cent of the more ver- 
satile men were college graduates, as opposed to fifty-six 
per cent of the men of only one field of activity. The fig- 
ures for women are still more significant Sixty per cent 
of the women prominent in more than one field received at 

' Does not total one hundred because of cumnlBtive error. 
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least a high school education, and only forty-four per cent 
of the women of one field only, received that amount of 
schooling.^ 

The four tables just discussed indicate that a good edu- 
cation was almost a prerequisite to literary success, even in 
fields where its influence has been considered of little ac- 
count, and that it was also distinctly favorable to the de- 
velopment of literary skill and versatility.^ After all, as 
Dr. Davies well says : " In unconventional America, if there 
were a shorter and easier way to fame than the way of 
higher education, energetic young men would have found 
it and beaten it into a highway." 

The fifth of the environmental influences to be considered 
is that of the economic status of the parents of American 
literati (Table XIX). This table shows the proportion of 
men and women of letters born to parents in the various 
economic classes. Of the parents of writers whose eco- 
nomic status could be discovered, one hundred and twenty 
were poor and four hundred and ninety-two were not poor. 
The fact that many literati came from poor families seems 
conclusive evidence that poverty of parents is by no means 
-evidence of lack of ability on the part of their children. 
Even if for the moment the sometimes untrue assumption 
is made that the poor are indigent because of lack of energy 
and ability, it by no means follows that all of their children 
are deficient in these qualities. Children are often unlike 
their parents, and sometimes are far superior to them. 
Since this is the case, and since the analysis of educational 
■environment has shown that factor to be of great import- 
ance, it is reasonable to suppose that when the children of 

^ Plgures derived by combining the percentages in the columns H. S., 
A. B. P., and A. B. 

' This conclusion is exactly the same as that of Odin in regard to 
French men of letters. Odin, op. cit,, pp. 516 et seq. 
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TABLE XIX 

Early Economic Environment of American Literati 

lEconomic Status of Parents Number 

Poor ^ 120 

Not poor ^ 492 

Intermediate ' 415 

Wealthy 1 77 

Unknown 388 

Total 1000 

the poor remain uneducated considerable innate ability may 
remain undeveloped. Genius may be hidden in the hum- 
blest environment.^ 

Another important factor is brought out by this same 
table (Table XIX). It is well known to the student of his- 
tory that before 1851 a very large proportion of the popu- 
lation of the entire country was poor, in the special sense 

^ The literati who answered a questionnaire sent out, reported 
the economic status of parents as poor, intermediate, or wealthy. Of 
course a personal interpretation of the words determined the answer. 
It is probable, however, that the persons who replied had in mind 
somewhat similar criteria to those used in the more numerous cases 
when the evidence was drawn from literary sources, for they reported 
about the same proportion in each economic class as was found in the 
case of the others who could not testify on their own behalf. 

In the cases in which data were drawn from literary material, par- 
ents were called poor when it was obvious that during childhood and 
youth the future litterateur was not free from economic anxiety. 
When it was quite plain that he was free from such anxiety his par- 
ents were classed as intermediate, in the absence of definite reason for 
calling them wealthy. The tests of wealth were varied. Usually a 
definite statement of the wealth of parents was necessary to admit 
one to the class, though occasionally such facts as the maintenance of 
many servants or the possession of several estates was considered 
adequate evidence. 

Inasmuch as the line of division between the classes intermediate 
and wealthy was not clearly defined, the two groups were combined 
for comparative purposes into one class, not poor. 

*Cf, A. C. Pigou, Wealth and Welfare (London, 1912), ch. iv. 
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in which the word is used here. Thus it seems evident that, 
during the period studied, families living in economic secur- 
ity produced far more than their due proportion of authors. 
This fact indicates that birth in a family above the poverty 
line was a great advantage to the candidate for literary 
honors. Presumably equally able but less fortunate men 
might have been able to make names for themselves, had 
their economic and social status enabled them to obtain a 
higher education. 

This view is in harmony with Odin's conclusions. The 
results of his study show that French children brought up 
in economic security were from forty to fifty times as likely 
to become men of letters as were those brought up in pov- 
erty. Odin also found that, with very few exceptions, the 
authors brought up in poverty had enjoyed good educa- 
tional advantages. In the few exceptional cases recorded, 
he showed that they had possessed special advantages which 
offset the lack of formal education.^ 

The sixth environmental influence, closely related to edu- 
cational opportunity, is indicated by the father's occupa- 
tion.^ The study of this subject was first made by decades, 
and a separate record was kept of the parentage of men 
and women. As this analysis gave no significant results, 
all the facts were combined in Table XX. In this table the 
largest group of men of letters about whom the facts could 
be obtained were children of farmers. Four other groups, 
the clergy, merchants, lawyers and physicians, furnished 
forty or more literary children. Over thirty were reported 
as the children of persons engaged in education (professors, 
teachers and educators). No other occupation produced a 
score. 

^ Odin, op. cit., pp. 528 et seq. 

• In a few cases the occupation of the guardian is substituted, because 
of the early death of the parents. (See Appendix B.) 
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four other countries besides France. In every case the re- 
sults were practically the same. Odin thus summarizes his 
findings : 

As regards the social environment, we have seen that certain 
strata of the population have been much more fruitful than 
others in remarkable literary men. Confining ourselves to the 
five social strata — nobility, administration, liberal professions, 
bourgeoisie, working-men — we have ascertained that the liter- 
ary fecundity of each of them was in inverse ratio to its 
numerical importance. What is especially striking is the 
prodigious superiority of the first three classes over the last 
two, and especially of the nobility over manual laborers, the 
first having had at least two hundred times as many chances 
as the second of producing men of talent.^ 

Thus even if one grant that both the present study and 
that of Odin may be erroneous in some details, there is 
ample evidence for the conclusion that social position is an 
important factor in the development of literary talent. 

Consideration of the seventh of the nine environmental 
conditions to be discussed, the occupations of literati them- 
selves, affords further evidence of the advantage of educa- 
tion and social position in the competition for literary 
honors. Table XXI shows the authors classified by occu- 
pations. In the compilation of this table the nomenclature 
of encyclopedias and answers to questionnaires was fol- 
lowed as closely as possible. When an individual was ap- 
parently occupied about equally in two professions, each one 
was given a half credit. In very few cases was an author 
devoted to so many occupations as to make classification 
impossible. The table shows that American literati came 
from nearly one hundred occupations, but the predominance 
of a very few is striking. Four professions furnished over 

* Odin, op, cit, pp. 54^547- 
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TABLE XXI 
Occupational Distwbution of American Male Litekati 



Proftitio»al 

ClerjtTinBii ■ 

jounuJist 

EdnutOT 

EdJIor. 

Pablicnt 

TeacbcT 

Libntian 
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PhyucUn 

Aitist 

Atinjr officei • • < 

Banket 

Nival officer 

Judge 

PhiUDihropist ■ 

EcODomiBt 

Geolofiist I 

LectDrer > 

Dranutist ■ . . 

ETanjtclisI 

Mathematician 

Hniician 

Nataralist 

Pfaienologigt < 

Biblii^raphet 

ChemiM 

Ethnolo^t 
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PrBfanonal (cont'd) I 
LaniJacape stchitect .. 

Litfrary critic ! 

Naval chapUin j 

Religicius leader | 

StalisiidttQ ! 

^uDday Scbool worker 
Temperance worker ■ 

VocaliM 

Atcheologist 

Geographer 

Poet 

Cemmtrcial 

Publisher 

Merchant 

Manufi£turei 

Govern mcDt official ■ > 

Business 

Printer 

Bookseller 

Corporation officer. . • 

Finsnceer 

Horticulturist 

I^omoler 

Shipmaster 

Theatre taanaeer .... 
Type founder 

Trader 

Mtchanical, CUrieal 
and UnsialUd 

Leatherdtesser 

Ap-ieuilurai 

Planter 

Afat^ er Unknmtm. ■ 
Grand total 



> When an individual was about equally engaged i 
a half credit is given to each occupation. 
' The remaining 141 were women. 
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half of all American men of letters, and eleven occupations 
more than three-fourths. It also appears that the gfroups 
which furnished large delegations of literary persons were 
those whose members were on the whole well educated, and 
of high social rank in the community. 

A study by decades of the more important occupations, 
pursued by the literati also gives interesting results (Table 
XXII). 

TABLE XXII 

Occupational Distribution of American Male Literati, Classified 

BY Period of Birth 



Occupation 









Clergyman *25.5 

Author 6 

Journalist 2 

Lawyer 10.5 

Professor 5 

Educator i 

Editor i .... 

Publicist j 6 

Actor 

Teacher 

Publisher 
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70 

61 

44 
42 
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33 

32.5 
26 

20 

14 
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>3 
10 

138^ 
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This table (XXII) shows that the clergy, a group larger 
than that of the professional authors themselves, and more 
prominent than any other three groups combined, declined 
in relative numbers after 1820. Publicists lost in relative 



1 In this table whenever a man of letters had two occupations of im- 
portance, an entry of .5 was made for each occupation. 
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importance after 1810. The law furnished a diminishing 
quota of literati after 1830. On the other hand, the relative 
importance of journalists and authors proper increased, 
though not to any remarkable extent. The number of per- 
sons engaged in the other two important classes, educators 
— including professors and teachers — ^and editors, remained 
practically constant. 

It was to be expected that the clergy, lawyers and pub- 
licists would furnish the largest quotas of literati in the 
days when education was the privilege of the favored few. 
It was likewise to be expected that, as these groups lost 
their virtual monopoly of education, their relative promi- 
nence in the field of letters would decline proportionately. 

TABLE XXIII 
Occupational Distribution of American Literary Women 



Occupation 



None specified 

Author 

Actor 

Educator .... 

Editor 

Philanthropist 



Numbers 



74 
48.5* 

7 

3 

3 

1-5 



Occupation 



Numbers 



Lecturer j i 

Reformer i i 

Religious leader I i 

Teacher * " j ' 

Total 141 



Since such has been the case, it is apparent that education 
and social position account in large part for the prominence 
of these occupation classes in the history of Americaai 
letters. 

The occupation of literary women was studied separately 
(Table XXIII). Perhaps the most significant fact shown 
in this table is the large proportion of women whose occu- 
pation could not be determined. They could not be classed 
as authors, for authorship was not a profession with them, 



1 Whenever a woman of letters had two occupations of importance, 
an entry of .5 was made for each occupation. 



8o AMERICAN MEN OF LETTERS [go 

but they were nevertheless of importance in the field of 
letters. Presumably most of them were housewives, as 
ninety-five out of the one hundred and forty-one were mar- 
ried,' and a number of others are known to have been house- 
keepers for parents and other relatives. 

TABLE XXIV 

Early Religious Training of American Literati, Classified bv 

Region of Birth' 
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' Cf. Appendix C. 

* An individual was credited to a denomination when there was in 
the sources a definite statement that he had been brought up in the 
faith of that denomination. Frequently it was obvious that a person 
had been trained as a Protestant, but the denomination could not be 
ascertained. In such cases he is recorded as Protestant, denomination 
not specified. It is unfortunate that information was unobtainable in 
more than half the cases studied. 

' Includes one author whose place of Wrth is unknown. 

* Includes one Hicksitc Friend. 
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The eighth of the environmental conditions to be consid- 
ered is early religious training. The facts on this topic are 
given in Table XXIV. This table shows that in respect to 
absolute numbers the Congregational body stood far above 
its nearest competitor, the closely related Presbyterian 
church. If relative numbers are considered, however, the 
Unitarian body apparently had the greatest proportion of 
literary persons born within its ranks, and the Congrega- 
tionalists, Friends and Universalists followed in order.^ All 
four had a relatively large number of men of letters bom 
to their members. On the other hand, Methodist Episcopal, 
Baptist and Roman Catholic families possessed relatively 
very few literati. 

The fact that there were bom within the ranks of some 
denominations relatively more men of letters than in others 
is of interest, but standing by itself it cannot be considered 
particularly significant. Odin found that, in proportion to 
the numbers in each religious division, many more French 
men of letters had been brought up as Protestants than as 
Catholics. He thought that there had been a number of rea- 
sons for this superiority, but believed the most important to 
be that, on the whole, Protestant children received superior 
educational opportunities because of the superior wealth of 
their parents. Possibly both economic and educational 
factors may serve to explain the differences discovered 
in America. It is a well known fact that, during the 
period studied, the Unitarians and Friends, for instance, 
were on the whole in comfortable circumstances, while 
the Roman Catholics were relatively poor. The result- 

^ It is impossible to make accurate comparisons, because there exists 
no certain knowledge of the strength of the various denominations 
during the period studied. Nevertheless it is beyond dispute that the 
Universalists, Unitarians, and Friends never rivaled the Congrega- 
tionalists in numbers, and that the Congregationalists were few as 
•compared with the Baptists and Methodists. 
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ing differences afford at least partial explanation o! their 
differences in literary productivity. On the other hand 
it must not be forgotten that Protestants enjoyed greater 
freedom of thought than Roman Catholics. This factor 
may be only less important than poverty and lack of ed- 
ucation. Data are not now available, however, on which 
to base studies which would indicate the relative impor- 
tance of these various factors. At present one can 
TABLE XXV 
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simply conclude that without question religious training 
has played some part in the production of American 
men of letters. 

The last of the nine environmental conditions to be con- 
sidered is that of the birth-rank of American literati in 
the family of brothers and sisters. The study for the 

' The percentages of reported cases when added on horizontal Unes 
do not always total one hundred, because of cumulative error. 
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purpose of throwing some light on this subject was 
striking in its results, though the conclusions, based on 
two hundred and twenty-five cases, were not as certain as 
might be desired (Table XXV). In this table the men 
of letters born into families containing a given number 
of children were classified according to their rank in the 
group of their brothers and sisters. If their birth-rank 
were purely a matter of chance, in families of a given 
size there would be equal numbers of literary children in 
each rank, from first to last born. Thus, for example, 
in families of five children the normal probability is that 
each rank would contain twenty per cent of the total 
number. Actually it was found that of the literati born 
in such families nine were first-born, four second-born, 
four third-born, six fourth-born and eight fifth-born, or 
twenty-nine, thirteen, nineteen and twenty-six per cent 
respectively. Such a process of analysis was carried out 
for eleven sizes of family, from two up to " twelve and 
over '\ In only three of the eleven classes did the num- 
ber of first-born fall below the number to be expected. 
In those three cases the number of families concerned 
was small, and chance fluctuation might well account for 
the result. Even so, the discrepancy betweeen the act- 
ual results and the normal probability was not large. 
Likewise in only three of the eleven classes did the pro- 
portion of last born fall below the number to be expected. 
On the other hand, in six of the eleven cases the number 
of second born fell below the probability ; and, in eight 
of nine cases considered, the class " third and later born, 
not including last-born," likewise fell below the normal 
probability.^ 

^ In addition to the literati who could be accurately ranked, there 
were records of literati in families of unknown size, of whom eight 
were first-born, seven second-b<5m, and eleven born in all the other 
ranks combined. In twenty-one cases the author was an only child. 
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These results are based on an insufficient number of 
cases to be really significant, but it is noteworthy that 
they agree exactly with results obtained by Havelock 
Ellis in his study of British genius/ Since the results 
of these two studies are exactly the same in this respect, 
there seems to be considerable justification for the con- 
clusion that the facts observed in these few cases are 
true in general, even though two mutually sustaining 
studies based on comparatively few cases cannot be con- 
sidered positive proof of the relation observed." 

If one assumes that the facts observed are evidence of 
a universal condition, how is the phenomenon to be ex- 
plained? It is difficult to imagine any way in which 
these facts can be explained on physiological grounds. 
On the other hand, the following hypothesis, based 
on environmental influence, seems at least reasonable. 
First-born and last-born children frequently enjoy greater 
educational opportunity than do their intermediate broth- 
ers and sisters. First-born often succeed in getting a start 
before adversity befalls the family, or before the expense 
of caring for an increasing family of young children 
becomes so great that it is necessary to curtail the edu- 
cation of some of the older children. On the other hand, 
the last born of a poor family may be favored because, 
as his older brothers and sisters become self-supporting, 
it becomes relatively easy for his parents to keep him in 
school. 

With this topic is concluded the discussion of the nine 
environmental influences. Certain of Galton's proposi- 
tions concerning the relation of nature and nurture 
remain to be considered. 

^ Havelock Ellis, A Study of British Genius, ch. iv. 

' For an opposing view, cf, Karl Pearson, On the Handicapping of 
the First Born (London, 1914). 



85] ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA gg 

Although Gallon's first proposition, that "a man's 
natural abilities are derived by inheritance, under exactly 
the same limitations as are the form and physical features 
of the whole organic world," does not meet with much 
criticism at the present time, his second proposition, 
that nature is of much greater influence than nurture, 
must here be questioned. According to this proposition, 
able men prove their worth by surmounting all obsta- 
cles which lie in their path. If the proposition were 
true, it would follow that American letters declined 
because the innate literary ability of the American people 
was diminishing, for if such ability had been present it 
would have been bound to make itself manifest. There 
are two reasons for believing, however, that Galton's 
proposition is not true. In the first place, it can be 
questioned simply on the basis of personal experience. 
To appreciate this fact one need only consider the 
matter of getting an education. Galton and men of his 
school argue that persons who obtain a good education 
do so simply because of unusual innate ability. They as- 
sert that the individual who is unable to find or make 
educational opportunity for himself thereby demonstrates 
his deficiency in natural ability. The weakness of this 
theory must be obvious to anyone who ever graduated 
from a public high school, and still more evident to one 
who has taught in such an institution. Brilliant and 
earnest students withdraw from school for financial 
reasons with disheartening frequency, while dull or in- 
different sons and daughters of the economically secure 
continue to cumber the class-room. Thus many persons 
of mediocre ability enjoy the best schooling, while others 
of high ability never receive more than the rudiments of 
an education. There is, therefore little relation between 
intellectual ability and the acquisition of a high school 
education, to say nothing of an academic degree. Galton 
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and his followers are obviously in error in asserting that 
all persons of unusual natural ability succeed in acquir- 
ing a good education/ 

In the second place, the facts shown in Table III con- 
cerning the increased number of literary women are 
evidence against the Galtonian theory that nature is 
strongly predominant over nurture. In that table it was 
shown that during almost the entire period studied the 
number of literary women increased much more rapidly 
than did the number of men. During certain decades 
the number of women increased while the number of men 
was actually diminishing. This fact cannot well be ex- 
plained by any theory of the extreme predominance of 
nature over nurture. Such interpretation would mean 
that the innate literary ability of women was increasing 
while that of men was diminishing, a proposition so un- 
reasonable as to need no refutation. The case in hand 
seems to be obviously an instance of the power of environ- 
ment in stimulating the development of literature. Since 
therefore, nurture could increase the number of literary 
women many fold, without any apparent change in their 
innate ability, it seems that nature cannot be predomi- 
nant over nurture to the extent that Galton supposed. 

Galton's third proposition, namely, that the people of 
various nationalities possess highly significant differences 
in natural ability, must also be questioned. In criticizing 
this proposition it seemed well to strengthen the argu- 
ment by meeting Galton on his own ground, that is, by 
opposing his theory with the results of a study similar 
to the one on which he bases the foregoing proposition.^ 

* On page thirty-nine of Hereditary Genius, Galton admits that only 
persons of very unusual ability can overcome all obstacles, but since 
elsewhere he includes in his lists of supposed geniuses persons of very 
modest attainments, it would seem that the foregoing argument can 
properly be advanced against his position. 

' Cf, Hereditary Genius, ch. xx. 
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There was therefore made a study of the literary pro- 
ductivity of the groups of different nationality strains, 
that is, nationality of ancestors as indicated by surnames, 
in the American people/ 

This method of determining nationality was recently 
used by the Bureau of the Census in reclassifying the 
population of the United States for the year 1790. In 
describing that process, a government statistician points 
out the limitations of such a study. It takes no account 
of the length of time which the bearers of the name may 
have been absent from the mother country. The ances- 
tors of the bearers of an Irish or Dutch name may have 
arrived in the first shipload of immigrants who landed 
on the shores of Virginia, Manhattan or New England, 
so that the descendant enumerated possessed few or 
none of the peculiarities of the nationality indicated. On 
the other hand, the ancestors may have arrived in Amer- 
ica but a few weeks prior to the birth of the litterateur 
under consideration. Although, therefore, such an anal- 
ysis cannot be regarded as possessing the least value 
from the standpoint of modern classification by place of 
birth, it possesses great value as an indication of the pro- 
portions contributed by the various nationalities.* 

Table XXVI shows the distribution of American lit- 
erati born in the United States, classified by nationality 
of ancestors, as indicated by surnames.^ 

> The author is of course aware that such a study is of very limited 
value, for the reason that these so-called nationality strains are in 
reality highly complex groups of many ethnic stocks, and are very far 
from being true types. Nevertheless the conclusions reached have 
exactly the same degree of validity as have those of Galton concerning 
the same kind of blood groups. They may therefore be used to refute 
Galton's assertions. 

' A Century of Population Growth in the United States, p. 116. 

• The chief reference Works used in making this classification were 
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A — Percent Distribution of American Literati Born in the Unitedi 

States, Classified According to the Nationality Strain of their 

Origin, as Indicated by Surnames. 
B — Percent Distribution of the White Population of the United 

States (1790), Classified According to the Nationality Strain* 

OF THEIR Origin, as Indicated by Surnames.^ 



A Literati 



Nationality strain 


Per cent 


British 
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French 
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0.2 
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B White population (1790) 



Nationality strain 


Per cent 


British 

German .# 


89.1 
5.6 

2.5 
1.9 
0.6 


Dutch 


Irish •••••.••••.••••• 


French •••• 


All others 


0.3 




Total 


1 00.0 







For purposes of comparison the table also includes 
the analysis of nationality of the total white population 
of the United States in 1790. The estimate for this 
particular year is given because it is the only estimate 
of the kind ever made by the Bureau of the Census. It 
is probable that this distribution by nationality is fairly 
representative of that of the entire colonial period, and 
of the first half-century of the republic as well, for not 
until after 1840 did as many as one hundred thousand 
immigrants per annum came to our shores, and the aver- 

The Romance of Names (London, 1914), by Ernest Wcekley, and Dis 
deutschen Familien-namen (Halle a. S., 1903), by Albert Heintze. The 
accuracy of the classification was increased by assistance received 
from colleagues in the departments of English and German in Ham- 
ilton College. 

1 A Century of Population Growth in the United States, table 48. 
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age number for the entire period considered is well under 
this figure. 

It will be noted that the relative literary fecundity of 
the smaller groups varied considerably from the relative 
prominence of these groups in the population. Since 
the figures are so small, however, there is no reason for 
supposing that this variation was due to more than 
chance fluctuation. So far as the facts presented in this 
table are concerned, it may well be believed that nation- 
ality strains produced literati in proportion to their 
numbers, since, in the one large group in which the 
cases observed are sufficiently numerous to serve as the 
basis of reasonable generalization, namely, the British 
stock, it will be observed that the proportional contri- 
butions to the literary class and to the general population 
were practically the same. Thus it appears that literary 
persons were not the peculiar possessions of any one 
nationality strain, but were to be found in all strains, 
scattered throughout the entire population of the 
country.' 

Additional evidence of the truth of the foregoing pro- 
position is found in Professor Cooley's effective rebuttal 
of Galton's argument that the ancient Greeks were abler 
than modern Englishmen, and that Hellenic superiority 
was due solely to superior stock. Cooley also met 
Galton on his own ground, showing that during the age 
of Elizabeth the supposedly inferior English people pro- 
duced in proportion to the number of educated citizens, 
quite as many men of genius as did Athens during the 
age of Pericles.'' 

^ Cf. Cattell, Popular Science Monthly, vol. 86, p. 505. 

' Charles H. Cooley, " Genius, Fame, and the Comparison of Races/* 
Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, vol. 
ix, pp. 317-358, especially pp. 338 et seq. 
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Again, after careful study of the several ethnic elements 
of the French population, Odin decided that no one of 
them possessed more innate literary ability than did any 
of the others/ 

Although ethnic stock and nationality strain are two 
distinct things, they are similar in that they both have 
to do with nature rather than nurture. Thus there is 
justification for saying that to a certain extent the simi- 
lar results of these three independent studies are mutu- 
ally sustaining. They all seem to indicate that ancestry 
is no test of natural ability, whether considered from the 
point of view of ethnic stock or nationality strain.* Thus 
it appears that neither Galton's second nor third proposi- 
tions are established, and, so far as those propositions 
are concerned, the argument for the influence of the nine 
environmental factors considered remains valid. 

From the foregoing facts and arguments it might 
possibly be inferred that, besides weakening Galton's 
position, the data collected concerning American authors 
are completely in harmony with Ward's theory that na- 
ture is of relatively slight importance. This inference 
would be legitimate if it were not that other facts not 
yet presented militate strongly against the latter's theory. 
It will be remembered that Ward says : 

We cannot escape the conclusion that some measure of 
genius exists in nearly everyone. . . . Even the denizens of 
the slums . . . are by nature the peers of the boasted " aris- 
ticracy of brains " that now dominates society and looks down 
upon them, and the equals in all but privilege of the most 

^ Odin, op. cit, pp. 464 et seq, 

* Cf, Thorndike, Educational Psychology, vol. iii, ch. x, and articles 
by Boas, Thomas and Dewey in a Source Book for Social Origins, 
William I. Thomas (Chicago, 1909), pp. 143-186. 
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enlightened teachers of eugenics. . . . All this genius is scat- 
tered somewhat uniformly through the whole mass of the 
population.^ 

There are three reasons why these propositions of 
Ward do not seem acceptable. In the first place, it does 
not appear to be proved that a good environment will 
make a genius of nearly everyone, as would be the case 
if, as Ward asserts, " some measure of genius exists in 
nearly everyone." Vast numbers of persons who enjoy 
every opportunity never rise beyond mediocrity. This 
fact seems so obvious so to need no futher comment. 

In the second place, many persons achieve success 
when every environmental condition seems unfavorable. 
Apparently this fact indicates that some persons possess 
greater power of overcoming difficulties than do others. 
It appears, for instance, that ninety-six men and women, 
sixty-two of whom were writers, succeeded in achieving 
a reputation sufficient to gain a place on the roll of a 
thousand American literati, in spite of the fact that they 
enjoyed no more than the equivalent of a grammar school 
education (Tables XVI and XVII). When one remem- 
bers that a good formal education seems little less than 
a prerequisite to literary success, the importance of this 
fact will be realized. No doubt some of these ninety-six 
literati enjoyed special advantages which compensated 
for their apparent lack of education. At all events they 
must have possessed unusual innate ability which enabled 
them to overcome so great a handicap. 

In the third place, there seems to be positive evidence, 
in facts about to be presented, that genius is not " scat- 
tered somewhat uniformly through the iwhole mass of 
the population," as Ward believed. The results of a 

1 Cf, supra, pp. 15, 16. 
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study to determine the number of literary relatives of 
authors seem to disprove this proposition quoted from 
Ward. Appendix A contains a list of families furnishing 
more than one member to the roll of literati, together 
with the name, degree of relationship, and date of birth 
of all authors belonging to each family. It is a notable 
list. Such family names as Adams, Abbot, Beecher, Ed- 
wards and Everett are conspicuous in the history of 
American letters. In all, sixty-eight families furnished 
one hundred and fifty-eight of the thousand men of 
letters.' There were many other less important members 
of these families who almost gained a place on the roll, 
but who did not quite measure up to the standard re- 
quired. Besides these persons there were no doubt other 
relatives whose kinship was not discovered, for it must 
be remembered that the sources did not mention all de- 
sired facts, and they might well fail to state that a minor 
author was a nephew or cousin of some other writer 
of comparatively little importance. It is therefore safe 
to say that the figure indicating the amount of literary 
kinship is a minimum. "* 

The number of authors of each degree of relationship 
appears in Table XXVII. In each case the relationship 
given is that of the nearest relative who appears on the 

^ It is of interest to note in passing that exactly half of the related 
literati did at least a part of their work in the same fields, and half of 
them did their work in quite different fields, 

' The figure is also much smaller than one which would indicate the 
total number of men of mark who were related to the thousand literati. 
It will be obvious to anyone who even casually inspects the roll of 
American literati (Appendix D), that many authors had relatives who 
were well known in fields other than literature. There is no simple 
and accurate way of estimating the number of these eminent non-liter- 
ary relatives, but probably it is quite as large as that of the literary 
relatiyes. Cf. Odin, op. ciU, pp. 323 and 394. 
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Literary Relatives of American Literati, Classified According to 

Degree of Relationship i 



Degree of relationship 



Son 

Brother.. 
Nephew . 
Daughter 
Sister ... 
Grandson 



Number 



i6 
II 

ID 

7 

4 




Cousin 

Niece 

Grandnephew 

Great granddaughter 
Great grandnephew . 



Number 



2 
2 
I 
I 
I 



roll. There were only thirteen literati born per million 
of the general population, while forty-five literary sons 
and daughters were born in a group of one thousand 
men and women of letters. In other words, a popula- 
tion one thousand times as great as the group of authors 
considered produced less than a third as many literary 
children. 

It is thus obvious that many related people do achieve 
prominence in the same field. What does the fact prove? 
Is it an argument for nature or nurture? How is one to 
know which is responsible for the appearance of a litter- 
ateur? To consider a concrete case, the reader may well 
ask, " Am I to conclude that Cotton Mather was a fam- 
ous author because he inherited the talent of his father. 
Increase Mather? May not his start in letters have been 
due to the fact that he was brought up in the family of 
the foremost scholar of Massachusetts?" It is impossible 
to deny that the latter circumstance may indeed have been 

^ The total number of relationships recorded is somewhat more 
than half the total number of related literati, because of several cases 
in which one family possessed three or more writers. In each family 
the number of relationships recorded in the table is equal to the total 
number of relatives, minus one. 
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crucial. Presumably young Mather's home environment 
did exercise tremendous influence upon him. By itself, 
however, the most favorable environment could hardly 
have produced a Cotton Mather from any child whatso- 
ever subjected to its influence. No doubt any normal 
child would have been benefited by being educated by In- 
crease Mather, but plainly not all children would have 
been benefited to an equal degree. To say that a good en- 
vironment will always produce genius is to assert the 
absurdity that x plus y will always produce z, no matter 
how y may vary. It is to shut one's eyes to all educational 
experience by denying the existence of innate individual 
differences, an axiom of biology and of psychology.^ Since 
it appears, therefore, that persons with apparently every 
advantage are often less successful than others who seem 
to lack the most elementary opportunities, and since it 
appears that American literati tended to be developed in 
a few families, rather than somewhat uniformly through 
the whole mass of the population, it seems clear that one 
is hardly justified in asserting that environment alone 
accounted for the appearance of literary ability in all of 
the persons considered. For the foregoing reasons, 
therefore. Ward's proposition that the influence of nature 
is of very little significance does not seem to be valid. 

All the facts on which this study is based have now 
been presented and discussed. The final chapter which 
follows is devoted to a summary of the evidence sub- 
mitted and a statement of the conclusions which seem 
justified in the light of that evidence. 

* Cf, Thorn<iike, Educational Psychology, vol. iii, chs. xiv and xvi. 



CHAPTER IV 
Summary and Conclusions 

This chapter recapitulates the propositions discussed 
in the foregoing pages, and suggests conclusions which 
may reasonably be drawn from facts presented in the 
tables in Chapter HI. 

In Chapter I the salient points of three important 
theories of nature and nurture were considered : namely, 
Galton's theory of the extreme predominance of nature 
over nurture, Ward's theory of the supremacy of nurture 
over nature, and the more generally accepted interme- 
diate theory which holds that both factors are important. 

Chapter II was devoted to an explanation of the 
method by which a list of one thousand American men 
of letters was compiled for the basis of the present 
study. It contained a detailed description of Odin's 
method of procedure, and explained to what extent his 
work has been paralleled in this investigation. 

In Chapter III data relevant to the problem of de- 
termining the relative importance of the nature and the 
nurture of American men of letters were considered. 
The influence of nine environmental conditions was first 
discussed. Of these the first was the social environ- 
ment, that is, the ideals and customs of a group. It 
appeared that literature had been declining in public 
esteem during the latter decades studied, and that there- 
fore potential authors were naturally inclined to turn 
their attention to other pursuits. Thus the influence of 

95l 95 
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the social environment seemed to explain satisfactorily 
the decline in the absolute and relative numbers of men 
of letters, noted as beginning about 1820 (Tables I and 
II). By the same principle was explained the fact that 
the number of literati of talent, who are " peculiarly in 
need of the right sort of surroundings to keep their 
delicate machinery in fruitful action," had also declined 
at the same time (Table III). It appeared, moreover, 
that in three of the twelve fields of literature considered 
the number of authors had not diminished, apparently 
because these fields seemed to retain their position in 
public favor (Tables IV and V). Again, the influence 
of the social environment explained why the number of 
literati of two or more fields of activity had diminished, 
on the ground that, being versatile, these authors found 
it relatively easy to adapt themselves to unfavorable 
conditions by giving up the pursuit of letters (Table 
VI). The same principle explained, also, why certain 
groups of states had been relatively more important 
than others in the production of certain kinds of litera- 
ture (Table VII), namely, because these forms of litera- 
ture had been especially esteemed by the people of 
those states. A final fact, that the number of literary 
women had increased rapidly during practically the en- 
tire period studied, was interpreted in terms of the social 
environment when it was realized that during this period 
society had been lifting the ban of disapproval which it 
had previously laid upon the literary activity of women 
(Table III). Thus the social environment was seen to 
have been one of the most potent influences affecting 
the development of American letters. 

Geographic environment was the second of the en- 
vironmental conditions discussed. It appeared from 
Table VIII that the relative literary productivity of the 
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States and provinces had varied widely. Tables IX and 
X showed that some regions had been particularly rich 
in literati of talent and of two or more fields of activity. 
Table XI indicated that the literary productivity of the 
states had fluctuated considerably from decade to decade. 
Finally, Table XII showed that the relative literary pro- 
ductivity of the groups of states, by decades, had been 
extremely varied. From none of these tables, however, 
was evidence forthcoming that geographic environment 
as such had played more than a very minor part in the 
development of American men of letters. 

The third environmental condition studied was that of 
the local environment. It appeared from Table XIII 
that county seats and the capitals and chief cities of the 
states and provinces had been the birth-places of rela- 
tively large numbers of authors. Table XIV showed 
the number of men of letters born in important cities. 
It there appeared that the several cities had produced 
widely differing numbers of literati, in proportion to 
population. Two possible explanations of these facts 
were considered, Thorndike's suggestion that cities are 
inhabited by persons of superior natural ability, and 
Ward's theory that cities develop literati because of 
their superior educational opportunities. Reasons were 
given for a belief that both theories were necessary to 
explain the phenomenon. 

Consideration of the education received by American 
men of letters, the fourth of the environmental conditions 
studied, revealed the fact that the majority of them had 
been college trained (Table XV). It also appeared 
that on the whole women had not been as well educated 
as men (Tables XVI and XVII), but that the education 
which they received had steadily improved during the 
period when they were becoming more prominent in the 
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world of letters. Table XVIII, also, showed that the 
authors of more than one field of activity had, in the 
main, been better educated than less versatile authors. 
Thus it appeared that education had been a very im- 
portant factor in the development of American literature. 
Apparently Odin's belief that the educational opportuni- 
ties found in cities largely account for the superior 
literary fecundity of centers of population was borne out 
by this study. 

In Table XIX was considered the fifth of the environ- 
mental influences, that of the early economic condition 
of the authors. It was there shown that, in proportion 
to numbers, families in comfortable circumstances had 
produced more literary children than had families living 
in poverty. 

Study of the sixth of the environmental influences, the 
fathers's occupation (Table XX), showed that birth into 
one of the so-called higher social classes had given the 
literary aspirant exceptional opportunity to acquire an 
education or otherwise equip himself for his career. 

Consideration of the seventh influence, the occupations 
of the literati themselves, (Tables XXI and XXIII), 
showed that while the literary productivity of the differ- 
ent occupation-groups had varied greatly from decade 
to decade (Table XXII), a few occupation-groups 
whose members had possessed education and high social 
rank had been most productive of men of letters. 

Early religious training, the eighth environmental 
influence, was considered in Table XXIV. It appeared 
that denominations distinguished by habits of indepen- 
dent thinking and by the wealth of their adherents, had 
had the largest numbers of authors born in their ranks. 

The ninth and final environmental influence considered 
was the rank of literati in order of birth (Table XXV) . 
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It appeared that an abnormally large number of authors 
had been either the first or last-born of their families. 
The fact was apparently best explained by the theory 
that the first and last-born enjoyed superior educational 
opportunities. 

Facts bearing on Galton's propositions were next con- 
sidered. It was seen that while Galton's first proposition 
that nature is important does not meet with much criti- 
cism at the present time, his second proposition, that 
nature is much more powerful than nurture, may well 
be questioned. In the first place, it was noted as a 
matter of common knowledge, that frequently persons 
obviously endowed with ability are unable to acquire the 
education necessary for success as an author. In the 
second place, it was observed that without a favorable 
environment much natural ability had remained latent, 
as was indicated by the sudden increase in the number 
of literary women when environmental conditions be- 
came favorable (Table V), an increase which could not 
possibly be attributed to any sudden change in the innate 
mental equipment . of women. Finally, Galton's third 
proposition, that differences in the achievement of nations 
are to be explained chiefly in terms of natural ability, 
was questioned. It appeared that three independent 
studies, by the present investigator (Table XXVI), by 
Cooley, and by Odin, indicated that different nationality 
strains had developed approximately equal amounts of 
genius, in proportion to the number of educated persons 
in each group. 

For the foregoing reasons it seemed clear that while 
the influence of heredity is an important factor in the 
development of genius, it is not of such predominant 
influence as to make nurture an almost negligible quan- 
tity, as Galton appears to have supposed. 
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Nevertheless, in spite of all the evidence of the great 
influence of environment, Ward's attractive theory that 
nature is a negligible quantity could not be accepted. 
In the first place, it was argued that not all persons 
whose environments are good succeed in rising beyond 
mediocrity. Again, it was noted that many persons do 
achieve success when environmental conditions are ex- 
tremely unfavorable. Finally, it was pointed out that a 
very few families in the American population had pro- 
duced literati out of all proportion to the number of their 
members (Table XXVII). It therefore seemed a reason- 
able deduction that considerable ability must be present 
in any individual whom the environment is to mould 
into a person of unusual attainments. 

The data impinging on the three theories of nature 
and nurture have now been summarized. It appears that 
there have been three especially important factors in the 
development of American men of letters, a good hered- 
ity, furnishing stock capable of being developed, an 
education adequate to develop latent ability, and a social 
environment furnishing incentive to the naturally en- 
dowed and amply educated to turn their attention to 
literature. The other environmental influences discussed 
have also been important in so far as they facilitate the 
acquisition of an education and the development of 
interest in literary subjects. 

It may seem strange to some readers that such seem- 
ingly extreme theories as those of Galton and Ward can 
be held by scientific men. The fact is readily explicable, 
however. Apparently both men were carried away by 
their enthusiasm for their theses. Each was desirous of 
convincing the world that human welfare could be fur- 
thered by improving the factor which he emphasized. 
In his eagerness to support his major proposition he as- 
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serted minor propositions which are untenable, and which 
were in contradiction to other propositions which he 
admitted. It can readily be shown that the chief con- 
tentions of Galton and Ward are reconcilable. 

Galton certainly considered of prime importance the 
statement that " a man's natural abilities are derived by 
inheritance." This, however, is a proposition which 
Ward himself conceded to be sufficiently proved.^ The 
two men were therefore agreed on this basic proposi- 
tion. 

Galton likewise admitted that heredity is not all-power- 
ful when, he said, " It is needless to insist that neither 
(nature nor nurture) is self-sufficient; the highest natural 
endowment may be starved by defective nurture.'** 

Moreover Galton admitted the importance of environ- 
ment to such an extent as to satisfy Ward ^ when he said, 
" I acknowledge freely the great power of education and 
social influences in developing the active powers of the 
mind, just as I acknowledge the effect of use in develop- 
ing the muscles of the blacksmith's arm, and no further."* 
Thus it appears that the two men were agreed on Ward's 
fundamental proposition of the influence of environment, 
as well as upon Galton's basic principle that '' a man's 
natural abilities are derived by inheritance." Both men 
recognized that neither nature nor nurture alone can 
account for all human achievement. 

It seems probable, therefore, that both Galton and 
Ward would agree with the final conclusion drawn from 
the data of this study, namely, that while without natural 

^ Ward, op, cit,, p. 115. 

' Galton, English Men of Science (London, 1874), p. 12. Cf, op, cit,, 
p. ix. 

• Ward, op, cit, p. 247. 

* Galton, Hereditary Genius, p. 14. 
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ability no person achieves success, lack of opportunity 
may exercise an absolute veto on the aspirations for 
advancement of persons possessing such natural ability. 
There is no rational ground for contention between 
the biologist and the sociologist. They are co-workers, 
not opponents. The biologist may well continue his 
study of heredity. The sociologist eagerly awaits rea- 
soned conclusions on the subject of racial improvement 
through eugenics. Meanwhile the sociologist is justified 
in advocating, with all the force at his command, the 
extension of those fundamental American privileges, 
economic and social opportunity, and education, by 
means of which all the innate ability which exists may 
be given the environment necessary for its maximum 
development. 



APPENDIX A 

LITERARY FAMILIES 

This appendix consists of a list of families furnishing more 
than one member to the study ; together with the names, degree 
of relationship, and date of birth of all literati belonging to 
each family. In each case the literati are classified under the 
name of the eldest person bearing the family name, and the 
degree of kinship is expressed with reference to him. 

The literary relatives of any person in the study are to be 
found by looking in Appendix B opposite his name. If no 
name is found there, he had no relatives on the roll on which 
this study is based. If a name is found in the appropriate 
column, the collected family names will usually be found in 
this appendix under the name of the elder of the two. In 
case neither name is to be found at the head of a list of names 
in this appendix, it is because neither person is the earliest 
literary member of the family. The name of the first family 
representative is to be found by looking in Appendix B, under 
that of the elder of the two relatives known, and continuing 
the process till a name is found which heads a family list 
in this table. 

Abbreviations: b., brother; c, cousin; d., daughter; gs., 
grandson; ggd., great-granddaughter; ggs., great-grandson; 
n., niece; nep., nephew; s., son; sis., sister. 

Abbott J. 1803 ; b. Abbot J. S. C. 1805 ; s. Abbott L. 1835. 
Adams J. 1735; s. Adams J. Q. 1767; gs. Adams C. F. 1807; 

ggs. Adams C. F. 1835; ggs. Adams H. 1838; ggs. Adams 

B. 1848. 
Alcott A. B. 1799; c. Alcott W. A. 1798; d. Alcott L. M. 1832. 
103 103 
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Alexander A. 1772; s. Alexander J. W. 1804; s. Alexander 

J. A. 1809. 
Baird R. 1798; s. Baird C. W. 1828; s. Baird H. M. 1832. 
Ballou H. 1771 ; s. Ballou M. M. 1820. 
Bancroft A. 1755; s. Bancroft G. 1800. 

Beecher L. 1775 ; d. Stowe H. B. 181 1 ; s. Beecher H. W. 1813. 
Gary A. 1820; sis. Gary P. 1824. 
Ghanning W. E. 1780; nep. Ghanning W. E. 1818. 
Golton G. 1789; b. Golton W. 1797. 
Gooke P. P. 1 81 6; b. Gooke J. E. 1830. 
Gooper J. F. 1789; d. Gooper S. F. 1813. 
Dana R. H. 1787; s. Dana R. H. Jr. 1815. 
Davidson L. M. 1808; sis. Davidson M. M. 1823. 
DeLeon E. 1818; b. DeLeon T. G. 1839. 
Dix J. A. 1798; s. Dix M. 1827. 
Donnelly I. 183 1 ; sis. Donnelly E. G. 1838. 
Drake J. R. 1795 ; gs. DeKay G. 1848. 
Drake S. G. 1798; s. Drake S. A. 1833. 
Edwards J. 1703; gs. Dwight T. 1752; gggs. Dwight B. W. 

1816; ggd. Lippincott S. J. 1823; ggnep. Woolsey T. D. 

1801 ; relatives of Woolsey T. D., nep. Winthrop T. 1828; 

n. Woolsey S. G. 1845. 
Eggleston E. 1837 ; b. Eggleston G. G. 1839. 
Everett A. H. 1790; b. Everett E. 1794; nep. Frothingham 

O. B. 1822; nep. Hale E. E. 1822. 
Fowler O. S. 1809; b. Fowler L. N. 181 1. 
Furness W. H. 1802; d. Wister A. L. 1830; s. Furness H. H. 

1833. 
Goodrich Ghas. A. 1790; b. Goodrich S. G. 1793. 

Hall S. 1 761 ; s. Hall J. H. 1793. 

Hawes J. 1789; n. Holmes M. J. 1834. 

Harper J. 1795; b. Harper F. 1806. 

Hawthorne N. 1804; s. Hawthorne J. 1846. 

Hayne R. Y. 1791 ; nep. Hayne P. H. 1830. 

Headley J. T. 1813; b. Headley P. G. 1819. 

Hodge G. 1797 ; s. Hodge A. A. 1823. 

Holmes A. 1763; s. Holmes O. W. 1809. 
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Hopkins M. 1802; c. Hopkins S. 1807. 

Hopkinson F. 1737; s. Hopkinson J. 1770. 

Howe J. W. 1819; d. Richards L. E. 1850. 

Irving W. 1783; nep. Irving T. 1809; nep. Irving J. T. 1812. 

James H. 181 1 ; s. James W. 1842; s. James H. 1843. 

Jay W. 1789; s. Jay J. 1817. 

Kip W. I. i8ii;b. Kip L. 1826. 

Kirkland C. M. S. 1801 ; s. Kirkland J. 1830. 

Longfellow H. W. 1807 ; b. Lx)ngfellow S. 1819. 

Lx)well J. 1769; nep. Lowell J. 1799; gnep. Lowell J. R. 1819. 

Mather I. 1639; s. Mather C. 1663. 

Morse J. 1761 ; s. Morse S. E. 1794. 

Norton A. 1786; s. Norton C. E. 1827. 

Olney J. 1798; d. Kirk E. W. O. 1842. 

Payson E. 1783; d. Prentiss E. P. 1818. 

Pierpont J. 1785 ; gs. Morgan J. P. 1837. 

Schmucker S. S. 1799; s. Smucker S. M. 1823. 

Smith R. C. 1797; nep. Smith R. S. 1829. 

Stevens H. 1819; b. Stevens B. F. 1833. 

Stockton F. R. 1834; b. Stockton J. D. 1836. 

Stone W. L. 1792; s. Stone W, L. Jr. 1835. 

Story J. 1779; s. Story W. W. 1819. 

Stuart M. 1780; d. Phelps E. S. 1815; gd. Ward E. S. P. 184^. 

Train G. F. 1829; sis. Whitney A. D. T. 1824. 

Trumbull J. H. 1821 ; b. Trumbull H. C. 1830. 

Tuckerman J. 1778; nep. Tuckerman H. T. 1813. 

Ward C. O. 1831 ; b. Ward L. F. 1841. 

Ware H. 1764; s. Ware H. Jr. 1794; s. Ware W. 1797. 

Warner S. 1819; sis. Warner A. B. 1820. 

Willard E. 1787; sis. Phelps A. H. 1793. 

Willis N. P. 1806; sis. Parton S. P. W. 181 1. 

Winslow H. 1799; s. Winslow W. C. 1840. 

Woods L. 1774; d. Baker H. N. W. 1815. 

Woodworth S. 1785 ; nep. Woodworth F. C. 1812. 
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BIOGRAPHICAL TABLES 

Appendix B contains all the facts on which the study was 
based, and other facts which were collected because of their 
interest, though not used in the study. A blank in any column 
indicates that information was lacking. From left to right the 
columns contain : the date of birth and of death of each littera- 
teur; his name; occupation; fields of literary activity; place 
of birth and of death; degree of kinship to other literati; 
father's occupation; education; economic condition of parents 
during childhood and youth ; early religious training ; number 
of brothers and sisters in the family, including the litterateur 
himself; birth-rank among the brothers and sisters; conjugal 
condition ; number of children. 

The names are arranged chronologically. The date of birth 
of any individual can be found in Appendix D, where the names 
appear in alphabetical order. 

Names of literati of talent as distinguished from those of 
merit are indicated by an asterisk (*). The names of literary 
women are printed in italics. 

In a few cases a blank in the occupation column means that 
the man of letters had so many occupations that no one or 
two could be picked out as of particular importance. There 
was also considerable difficulty in determining the occupation 
of literary women. Very few could be classed as authors in 
the sense that they gained a livelihood by the pen. It is 
probable that the majority for whom no profession could be 
determined were housewives. 

The fields of literary activity are indicated by the abbrevia- 
tions devised by Odin.^ They are : 

1 Cf, supra, p. 21. 
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pat., patron erud., erudite 

lib., librarian pop., popularizer 

act., actor spec, speculative 

or., orator pr., prose writer 

pub., publicist p., poet 

narr., narrator dram., dramatist 

When an author is mentioned as having achieved distinction 
in two or more fields, that field in which he achieved the more 
more distinction is given first. 

A dagger (f) opposite a word in the column for the 
father's occupation indicates that the occupation given is 
that of a guardian, not a parent. 

Abbreviations used to indicate the degree of education re- 
ceived are: G.S.P., partial grammar school course; G.S., full 
grammar school course; H.S.P., partial high school course; 
H.S., full high school course; A.B.P., partial college course; 
A.B., full college course. The abbreviations mean either the 
formal education indicated, or its equivalent if received during 
childhood or youth. 

In the column devoted to the economic status of the parents 
the meanings of the abbreviations are : P, poor ; I, intermediate ; 
W, wealthy.^ 

The abbreviations indicating early religious training are: 

Bapt., Baptist Pres., Presbyterian 

Cong., Congregational Prot., Protestant, denomination 

Disc., Disciples unknown 

D. R., Dutch Reformed R. C, Roman Catholic 

H. F., Hicksite Friend S. D. B., Seventh Day Baptist 

Luth., Lutheran Swed., Swedenborgian 

M. E., Methodist Episcopal Unit., Unitarian 

Morav., Moravian Univ., Universalist 

P. E., Protestant Episcopal 

The figure indicating the number of children in the family 
includes the litterateur himself. When a number followed by 

^ For a definition of these classes, cf. p. 72. 
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a plus sign appears, it means that the number given is a 
minimum. Thus 7+ signifies that there were at least seven 
brothers and sisters in the family under consideration. A 
similar plus sign in the column for the birth-rank of the littera- 
teur means that he was seventh or later bom. 

A plus sign in the appropriate column indicates that the 
person under consideration was married, a minus sign that he 
never married. 

A plus sign after the figure indicating the number of children 
bom to the litterateur means that there was reason for suppos- 
ing that there were other children, the number of whom could 
not be ascertained. 

A few words and figures are marked by interrogation points, 
to indicate that their accuracy is subject to question. 



APPENDIX I 



[no 



Bo™ 


EM<d 


Aomc 


Ooompation 


lAterarv PletiU 


Place ol Birth 


1S39 


723 


Hstber 1. 


dergrmai. 


pop. 


Dorchester, Haw. 


1«*0 


707 


Wlllard 8. 


clergyman 


pop. 


Cancord. Mass. 


IMS 


728 


• Uather C. 


clereyman 


spec, erud, pop. 


Boston. Uaes. 


1080 
1S8T 

lass 


7S3 
747 


C*eckler J, 

Prince T. 

• DlckiDMD J. 


clergyman 
clereyman 


pub. 
erud. 

pop. 


Boston, Mass. 
Sandwlcb, Mass. 
Hatfield, Mass. 


1703 


Tes 


• Edw&i'ds J. 


clergyman 


sp«c. pub. pop. 


E,ast Wlndsar, Oann. 


1708 
1706 
17W 
1711 
1719 


748 

7»0 

780 
790 


CallendeF J. 

• FranWln B. 
(Jreen J. 
Hutchinson T. 

• Bellamy .1, 


clergyman 
r Journalist 

\ diplomatist 

publicist 


erud. 

pop. narr. ipec. 

P- 

erud, 
pop- 


Boston, Maas. 
Boston, Mass. 
Boston, Mass. 
Boston, Hsss. 


1720 


904 


Lennox C. 




pop. 


New York, N. Y. 


1720 


772 


• Woolman J. 


\ clergiman 

clergyman 
clergynmn 
lawyer 

lawyer 

eiplorar 


narr. 




1721 
17M 
1726 
1726 

1728 
1730 
1782 


803 
806 
783 

797 
798 
789 

780 


■ H«pkln» 8. 
B«ckuB I. 
Otis J. 
Weteter P. 

Smith W. 
HutCblDB T. 
Carver J. 


spec. 
erud. 

8PM, pub. 

erud. 
nacr. 


Waterbtiry, Uonn. 
Norwich, fonn. 

7>>banon,<:oiin, 
Sew Sork. N. Y. 
Moamoutb, N J. 
CBDt*rbiir}-.Conn. (J) 


1732 


SOS 


Dickinson 3. 


publicist 


pub. 


Talbot Co., Md. 


1735 
1730 
1738 
1737 


826 
820 
T99 

798 


Adams J. 
Tcumbull B. 
■ JJenrj P. 


J lawyer 

\ pablldat 

clergyman 

publicist 

clergyman 


MUd. 

pop. 


Qulncy. Mass. 

Hebron. Conn. 
Stud ley, Va. 
PhllEdelpOila, Pa, 


1737 


781 


Hopklnaon F. 


lawyer 


pub. 


FhlladelpOila. Pa. 


1739 
1743 


828 


Bartram J. 
• Jefferson T. 


botanist 
publicist 


narr. 

pub.pat.narr.pop. 


Klrgsesalng.Pa. 
Albemarle Co., Vs. 


1744 


798 


• Belknap J. 


clergyman 


erud. 


Boston, Mass. 


1745 
1745 
1747 
1749 


826 
7S8 
816 


Bmmans N. 
• Murray L. 

FllSOD J. 

■ BRmsa; D. 


clergyman 

pioneer 
pbyalclan 


pop. 
erud. 


Eaet Haddam, Ooniu 
Swatara, Pa. 
East Fflllowlleld. Pb. 
Dunmor*. Pa. 


1749 
17S0 
1751 
1T61 


831 
812 
S3fl 


■ TnimbuH J. 
•BnekmlnrtcrJ, 
Madlmn J. 


f publlsber 

ilonrnallst 

clergyman 
pobllclst 


lib. 

,p. pub. 
pop. 
pub. 


Boston. tlasB. 
Watertown, Conn, 
itutland, Mass. 
Port Conway, Va. 
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III 



Place of Death 

Boston, Mass. 

Boston, liass. 

Boston, Mass. 

Providence, R. I. 
Boston, Mass. 
Elisabethtown, N. J. 

Princeton, N. J. 

Newport, R. I. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 

London, England. 
Brompton, England. 
Bethlehem, Conn. 

London, England. 

York, England. 
Newport, R. I. 

Ajidover, Mass. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
Qoehec, P. Q. 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 
London, England. 

Wilmington, Del. 

Qulncy, Mass. 

North Hayen, Conn. 
Red Hill, Va. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 

Kingsessing, Pa. 
Albemarle Co., Ya. 

Boston, Mass. 

Franklin, Mass. 
near York, England. 

,o. 

Charleston, S. C. 

Worcester, Mass. 

Detroit, Mich. 
Beadsboro, V t. 
Montpelier, Ya. 



Fathet^H 
Literary Relatives Occupation 

C.MaS::.l«e3 -^'-^^^ 

lawyer 
Father, 
I. Mather, 1639 ^^le^gyman 



Grandson, 
T. Dwight, 1752 



merchant 
clergyman 

{tallow- 
chandler 

merchant 
mine-owner 
f army-oflBcer 
\ lieut. -gov. 

farmer 

farmer 
farmer 
lawyer 



Son, 
J. Q. Adams, 1767 



/ planter 
\ Judge 

fanner 



Son, J. 
Ilopkinson, 1770 



surveyor 

lawyer 

botanist 
planter 
f leather- 
J dresser 
( merchant 
farmer 
miller 
farmer 
farmer 



clergyman 
clergyman 
planter 



§ 

KJ 
A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 
A.B. 
A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

G.S. 

A.B. 
A.B. 
A.B. 



A.B. 
U.S. 
A.B. 
A.B. 
A.B. 
G.S. 
H.S.P. 



A.B. 

A.B. 

H.S.P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

H.S.P. 
A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

n.s.p. 

H.S.P. 
A.B. 

G.S.P. 

A.B. 
A.B. 
A.B. 



s: 

a 

t 

o 

I 
I 
I 



Cong. 
Cong. 
Cong. 



W P.E. 

Cong. 
Pres. 

I Cong. 

I Bapt. 

P Pres. 

W 
W 



H.S.P. w 



H.S.P. I EVlend 



I P.E. 
I P.E. 



11 



Prot. 4_|_ 
Cong. 5-1- 

1 13 

W Pres. 15 



I 



A.B.P. W Friend 4-J. 
I Cong. 13 



1) 



I Friend 4 
W P.E. 10 



4+ 



I Prot. 12 

W Friend 12 

I 



2+ 



5 



I Cong. 

I Cong. 9 

I 12 



6 



6 
17 

10 1 

2 

11 5 
17 14 



1+ 



6 
1 
2 

5 

4 
1 



e 
^ 



5 



+ 
+ 

1 + 



s 



i 



4- 10 

-|_ 20 



+ 


1& 


+ 

+ 
+ 


3 


+ 


11 


+ 


6 


+ 


4 


+ 

+ 


5 

7 



8 
9 
3 



+ ^** 

+ 8 

+ 

+ * 

+ 7 

+ « 

+ 6 

+ « 

+ 
+ 
+ 

+ 1+ 

+ » 



S 
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[III 



Bom 


Died 


Home 


1751 


1797 


Winchester E. 


1752 


1817 


♦ Dwlgiht T. 


1752 
1752 
1752 
1754 
1755 


1832 
1818 
1718 
1812 


♦ Freneau P. 
Graydon A. 
Humphreys D. 
Barlow J. 
Adams H. 


1755 


1839 


Bancroft A. 


1755 
1755 
1757 


1824 
1835 
1818 


CSoxeT. 
Marshall J. 
Bingham C. 


1757 


1826 


Tyler B. 


1758 
1758 
1758 


1808 
1843 
1837 


* AmesF. 

♦ Webster N. 
Worcester N. 


1759 


1825 


♦ Weems M. L, 


1761 


1815 


AlsopR. 


1761 


IWO 


naUB. 


1761 


1826 


Morse J. 


176S 


1837 


Holmfifl A. 


1763 


1847 


♦ Kent J. 


1764 


1845 


WareH. 



1766 1839 ♦ Dunlap W. 

1767 1848 * Adams J. Q. 

1768 1812 Dennie J. 

1768 1842 Harris T. M. 

1769 1840 Lowell J. 

1769 1850 Miller S. 

1770 1842 Hopkinson J. 

1770 1829 Mason J. M. 

1771 1852 * Ballon H. 

1771 1810 ♦ Brown C. B. 

1771 1837 Fessenden T. 

1772 1851 * Alexander A. 
1772 1856 Dowse T. 



Occupation 
clergyman 

educator 

author 

lawyer 

diplomatist 

author 

autnor 

clergyman 

jurist 

teacher 
f lawyer 
\ Judge 

lawyer 

author 

clergyman 
f clergyman 
\ author 

author 



clergyman 

clergyman 

jurist 
j clergyman 
\ proifeasor 
f artist 
\ author 

{lawyer 
publicist 
journalist 
clergyman 

lawyer 

clergyman 

lawyer 

clergyman 

clergyman 

author 
journalist 

{clergyman 
teacher 

leather-dresser 



Literary Fields 
spec. pop. 

spec. narr. pop. 

narr. 

P- 

p. 
erud. 

pop. 

pub. 

erud. 

pop. 

pr. dram. 

or. pub. 
erud. pop. 
spec. pub. 

pop. 

p. 
pop. 

pop. 

erud. 

spec. erud. 
pub. spec. 

dram. 

pub. or. narr. 

pr. 
pop. 

pub. 

erud. 

p. 

pop. 

pub. 

pr. 
p. 

pop. 
lib. 



Place of Birth 
Brookline, Massw 

Northampton, Maes. 

New York, N. Y. 
Bristol, Pa. 
Derby, Conn. 
Redding, Conn. 
Medfield, Mass. 

Beading, Mass. 



Philadelphia, 
Germantown, Va. 
Salisbury, Conn. 

Boston, Mass. 

Dediham, Mass. 
West Hartford, Oonn. 
Hollis, N. H. 

Anne Arundel Co., Md. 

Middletown, Conn. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 

Woodstock, Conn. 

Woodstock, Conn. 
Fredericksburg, N, Y. 
Sherborn, Mass. 

Perth Amboy, N. J. 

Quincy, Mass. 

Boston, Mass. 
Charlestown, Mass. 

Newburyport,Miafl8. 

Dover, Del. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 

New York, N. Y. 

Richmond, N. H. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 
Walpole, N. H. 

Rockbridge Co., Va. 
Charlestown, Mass. 
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Place of Death 
Hartford, Conn. 

New Haven, Conn. 

near Freehold, N. J. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
New Hayen, Oonn. 
Yamiaica, Poland. 
Brookline, Mass. 

Worcester, Mass. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
Boston, Mass. 

Brattleboro, Vt. 

Dedham, Mass. 
New Haven, Conn. 
Brighton, Mass. 

Beaufort, S. C. 

Flatbash, N. Y. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 

New Haven, Conn. 

Cambridge, Mass. 
New York, N. Y. 
Cambridge, Mass. 

New York. N.Y. 

Washington, D. C. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 
Dorchester, Mass. 

Boston, Mass. 

Princeton, N. J. 

niiladelphia, Pa. 

New York, N. Y. 

Somerville, Mass. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 
Boeton, Mass. 

PriBceton, N. J. 
Cambridgeport, Mass. 



Faiher'8 
Literary Relativee Occupation 



Grandfather, 
J. Edwards, 1703 



Son, A. 
Bancroft, 1800 



merchant 

planter 

merchant 

clergyman 

farmer 

merchant 

farmer 

merchant 
planter 



Son, 
J. Hall, 1793 

Son, S. E. 
Morse, 1794 

Son, O. W. 
Holmes, 1809 

Son^H. 
Ware Jr., 1794 

.lb v; I 

Father '** * 
J. Adams, 1735 



physician 

farmer 

clergyman 

farmer 

■merchant 

clergyman 

farmer 

physician 

lawyer 

farmer 






lawyer 



teacher 
Nephew, , 

J. Lowell, 1799 **^y^^ 

Y JP- clergyman 

Father, F. 
Hopkinson, 1737 

clergyman 
Son, M. M. 
Ballou, 1820 



lawyer 



clergyman 



Son, J. A. 
Alexander, 1804 



clergyman 

farmer 

r leather- 
\ dresser 









A.B. 

A.B. 
H.S. 
A.B. 
A.B. 
H.S.P. 

A.B. 

H.S.P. 

H.S. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 
A.B. 
H.S.P. 

H.S. 

H.S. 

H.S.P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 
A.B. 
A.B. 

O.S.P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 
A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

H.S.P. 

H.S. 
A.B. 

A.B. 
6.S. 



«> 

s 

5 



I 
I 
p 



p 

W 

I 

I 

I 

p 

I 
p 



se 



o 

^ 









I Cong. 

W Pres. 

I Prot. 

Cong. 

I Cong. 

P Cong. 

I Pres. 



P.E. 



P 

I Prot. 
I Cong. 



Pres. 



Prot. 



I Unit. 



Cong. 

Pres. 

Pres. 
Bapt. 



W Pres. 



5 



10 
3 



15 



5 

5 

19 

8 



P Cong. 10 



10 






9 

9 

11 



Friend 3-(^ 
Cong. 



9 



8 



tat 

IS 



1 
1 

10 
2 



8 



9 



+ 



8 



U 



+ 






4. 8 

+ 4 

+ 

± » 

+ ^^ 

» + 1+ 

+ 1+ 

5 + T 

+ ■' 

15-1- T -I- 7+ 
1 + 



+ ^ 

+ *+ 

+ 19 

+ 



8 



+ 


3+ 


+ 


1+ 


+ 


2+ 


+ 


1+ 


+ 


4 



[>I4 



Bont Died 


Same 




LiUrorgntU* 


Place of Birth 


1T73 18S4 


Porter E. 


fctergyinan 

\ edacatoi 

publicist 

paMlclst 

irabllcUt 
>aHior 


pop. 


Oocnwall, Conn. 


1772 
1772 
1773 
1773 

1774 


834 
834 
838 
833 
860 


QnlncrJ. 
WlrtH. 

Bsndolpb J. 
OMnljI. 


PC. or. ernd. 

emd. 

or. 

pop. 


BoBtOfl.ll«M, 

BladebsNirs, Hd. 
Salem. Usss. 
CawKina. Va. 
,P^ 


1774 


864 


Woods L. 


cleriTmiD 


pub. pop. 


Prlneebin, if aas. 


17TB 


B«B 


BMchwL. 




pub. 


New Haven, Conn. 


17TS 
17T7 
1777 
1777 


sao 

830 
848 


Hotartl.B. 
■ClajH. 
NllwH. 
PIckerlDC J. 


pnbllclat 
Joarnsllst 
lawyer 


pop. 

pub. 
end. 


PMladelpbIa, Ta. 
UinoverCo., Va. 
Cheater Co., Pi, 
Salem. Mass. 


1777 
1778 
ITTS 


850 
8ft2 


BIcfaO. 

BsDgaN. 

JcQksW. 


(consul 

\ bibliographer 

clergyman 


lib. 
enid. 


Truro, Mass. 
Stratford. Oonn. 
Newton, MauL 


17T8 


840 


Tuckemuin J. 




pop. 


Boston, Uass. 


1779 
177* 
1779 
1779 


87* 
800 
813 


Benedict D, 

• P*aWlng J. K. 

Plbe Z. H. 


artist 
elMCTtoan 
gov't official 


P- 
erod. 

pr. 
nair. 


Brook Green Domain, ac. 
Nor w tin, Conn, 
weat NlQe PnrtnerB, H.T. 
LambCTtoE, N. J. 


1779 


846 


• Story J, 


Jurist 


■pec. erod. 


Marblebead, Hais. 


1779 
1779 


8«4 

seo 


T*wnB, 
W»t«in J. F. 


baDtoBBblec 


pop. 
erud. 


Belcbertown. Maaa. 
Burllngtoo Co., N. J. 


1790 


842 


■ Ohanning W. B. 




qiec. or.iHib.pop. 


Newport. E. I. 


ITSO 

1780 
1780 
1780 


840 
843 

859 


Flint T. 
■KeyF-S. 
Let a. P. 
BuibR. 


diptomatlat 


nan. pop. 

pop. 
nalT, 


Reading, Masa. 
Frederick Co., Md. 
Newburyport, M««. 
Plilladelphta,Fa, 


1780 


852 


•StMrtM. 




pop. pub. erod. 


Wilton, Conn. 


1782 


B&S 


Benton T.H. 


paMlclst 


narr. or. erud. 




1782 


850 


• Calh<iuD 3. C. 


publicist 


•pet. or. pub. 


Abbeville District, B. C. 


1782 


S52 


• Webster D. 


publicist 


or. 


Ballsbury, N. H. 


1783 


868 


• Irving W. 


■uHkor 


pr. narr. end. 


New York, N.T. 


1788 


838 


EoapEi 8. L. 


lawyer 


pop. 


Kewlniryport. Han. 


1788 


827 


• P>rK>n B. 


clergyman 


pop. 


Kludge, N. H. 


1784 


868 


Alien W. 


educator 


«rnd. 


Pitt*«e]d, Maaa. 


1784 


870 


HawrdB. 


mercbant 


erad. 


PblladeH^la. Pa. 
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lee of Death 

ver, Mass. 

!y, Mass. 
linsrton, D. C. 
m, Mass. 
delpbia, Pa. 
rry. Pa. 

ver, Mass. 

dyn, N. Y. 

rn, N, Y. 
iington, D. C. 
Insrton, Del. 
»ii, Mass. 

on, England. 

fork, N. Y. 
)JL, Mass. 

na, Cuba. 

^ridfiTe, Mass. 
ucket, R. I. 

Park, N. Y. 

Ont 

rridge, Mass. 

icastle, Ind. 
antown, Ba. 

ington, Vt 

a, Mass. 
more, Md. 
>n,Ma88. 
/deljpliia, Pa. 

ver, Mass. 

lington, D. C. 

lin^^n, D. C. 

hfleld, Mass. 

ftomnt N. Y. 

:inton, Mass. 

and. Me. 

lampton, Mass. 

.^llkhia. Pa. 



Father*9 
lAUrarp Relatives OocupaUon 

Judge 
lawyer 



Dauffbter, H. N. 

W. Baker, 1S15 

Daughter, H. 

B. Stx>we, 1811 



cooper 
pl-anter 

farmer 



Nephew, H. T. 
Tackerman, 1813 



Son, W. W. 
Story, 1819 



Nephew, W. B. 
Caiannlng, 1815 



Daughter, B. S. 
Phelps, 1815 



Nophew, 
T. Irving, 1809 

Daughter, B. P. 
Prentiss, 1818 



merchant 
clergyman 

publicist 



blacksmith 

insurance 

planter 
farmer 

army officer 
surgeon 

shipowner 
lawyer 

planter 

physician 

physician 

farmer 

lawyer 
r surveyor 
( planter 

farmer 

merchant 



clergyman 

clergyman 
f post-master- 
J general, 
( business 









A.B. 

A.B. 
H.S. 
G.S.P. 
A.B.P. 



A.B. 



blacksmith A.B. 



A.B. 
G.S.P. 

A.B. 



G.S.P. 
A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 
A.B. 
G.S.P. 
G.S.P. 

A.B. 



H.S.P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 
A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B.P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

U.S. P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 



I 



w 
I 
p 
w 



I 
I 



I 

Cong. 

Prot. 

Unit. 

Friend 
Cong. 

Cong. 
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• ChiU L. U. 
CTereluid C. D. 

CODSDt T. J. 

DinD.L. 


prof«««>r 



Occupation 
cicrcynuu 

clergyman 
elergymaa 
maoutacturer 
clergyman 



18ST HopklOB M 



Place of Birth 
La Orange, N. T. 
Rutland, Tt. 
Newfauryiiort, MdM. 
Plttafleid, Hun. 
Peaceil«le, R. I. 
LoudcM Co., Ta, 
New Tort, N. T. 



Florida, N. Y, 
Concord, Maaa 
New York, N. T. 
Merrimack, N.H. 
Litchfield, OoDB. 
Iftdford, MasE. 
Salem, Maaa. 
Brandon, TL 
Ilaupdcn, Ue. 
Boston, Haas. 
Stoekbrldge, Maaa. 



877 


Lewis T. 


edacator 


pqb. 




SST 


•MonliQ. P. 


Journallat 


P- 


Pbllade^la, Pa. 


887 


BeadU. 


clergTTMQ 


pop. 


Newftn^Vt 


S7S 


Cpham C. W. 


\ publicist 


«rod. 


St. John, N. B. 


879 


•Abbott J. 


,' ^"^" 


pop. wud. pr. 


Ballowell, Me. 


854 


BlrdR-U. 


phjilclu 


pr. 


Newcastle, Del. 


878 




( clergyman 
author 


apw-pnb. 




88» 


CatreH 0. B. 


p.pr. 


PrlaceG*orBeCo.,Md. 


866 


* Cuahlng L. 8. 




emd. 


LDDenliurE.Uass. 


88S 


• Bmeraon B. W. 


Uothor 


epec or. pub. p. 
pop.pr. 


Boston, Haas. 


886 


LantG. 




P- 


Newburnmrt, Haaa. 


878 


UaelntothU.J. 


anthor 


pr. 


Snnbory, Ga. 


848 




naTaloOcei 


naiT. «nid. 


New Xorfc, N. Y. 


8SS 


ilorriaJ. G. 


cletgymao 


pop. 


York, Pa- 


sas 




clergyman 


pop. 


Thet(ord,Tt 


SSB 


Owen J. J. 




P<W. 


Oolehrook, Qhid. 


878 


Boppl.D. 


teadiM' 


and. 


Cumbnland Co., Pa. 


877 


Sabine L. 


Itradar 


end. 


NewUabon,N.H. 
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PUuie of Death 

San Francisco, Cal. 
Pittafl«ld, Mass. 
Irvin^rton, N. Y. 
Philadelpliia, Pa. 
P«acedale, R. I. 

Loudon Oo., Va. 

New York, N. Y. 

Baltfanore, Md. 
VallombioBa, Italy. 

Aalmm, N. Y. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 

New Hay en, Conn. 

Baltimore, Md. 

Hertford, Conn. 

Wayland, Moss. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Trenton, N. J. 

Philadelphia, Fa. 

Willkunfltown, Mass. 

Schenectady, N. Y. 
New York, N.Y. 
Somerrille, N. J. 

Salem, Mass. 

Farmin^ton, Me. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 

Detroit, Mich. 

Newport, R. I. 
Boston, Mass. 

OoQCord, Mass. 

Boston, Mass. 
Morristown, N. J. 
Tarrytown, N. Y. 
Lathenrille, Md. 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 
New York, N.Y. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Boston, Mass. 



Literary Relaiivet 



Father's 
Occupation 

farmer 
physician 



Son, J. 
Kirkland, 1830 



Uncle, 
T. Dwight, 1752 



manuf'turer 
r farmer 
\ miller 

publisher 

lawyer 

{merchant 
physician 

merchant 



r larmer 

\ wool-carder 
haker 
clergyman 
QMUxuTturer 



A.B. 
A.B. 
A.B. 
A.B. 
G.S. 

H.S.P. 



Son, H. H. 

Fumess, 1833 

Cousin, 

S. Hopkins, 1807 



Judge 

Brother, J. S. j dealer in 
C. Abbot, 1805 \ lumber landfi 



farmer 

planter 
laiwyer 



A.B. 
A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

H.S.P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

G.S. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 
G.S. 
A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B.P. 

H.S. 

A.B. 
A.B.P. 



clergyman A.B. 



merchant 

lawyer 

merchant 

surgeon 

farmer 

farmer 
clergyman 



A.B. 

H.S. 

H.S.P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 
G.S. 

G.S. 



9 



5 5 






Friend 



P Ctong. 
W 

11 
I Friend 9 



i 



Oong. 

W Prot. 

W Pres. 

I Oong. 

I 
I 

W Bapt. 
I 

I Oong. 



I Oong. 



P Pres. 



I Oong. 
W 



6 
6 



6 
6 



3 

4 
7 



6 



3+ 
2+ 



IS 

6 



11 



Friend 8-(_ 1 



1 
6 



& 



+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 

+ 
+ 



1 — 






T 

1+ 
24. 

9 

2 

8+ 

2+ 



+ 2 

+ 6 

+ " 

+ *+ 

+ 

+ 2+ 



+ * 

+ 10 

+ 

-). 16 

+ ^ 



'+ 8+ + *+ 



+ 



+ 24. 



P M.G. 
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Born 


Died 


Same 


OceitpaUon 


Uterani FMdi 


PloMofBtrtlt 


180T 


864 


E«i>d&ll U. W. 




n»rr. 


Amherat. N. H. 


laoT 


882 


• Lonsfeltow U. W 


profaMor 


p. PC 




180T 


8*7 


N*sl J. C. 


}aumall«t 


pr. 




180T 


898 


S«WT«rL.A. 


ClBTUinSB 


pop-enid. 


PiDckney, N. T. 


1807 


802 


•WHlttlerJ. G. 


joamallst 


p. pub. 


HaTcrhlU, Man. 


ISOBT 


887 


•AldHdjel. 








18M 


8»S 


BarreU B. F. 




pop. 


Dremlea, Me. 


1808 


891 






emd. 


Stepne7, Conn. 


1808 


S8« 


BoudtMaH. A. 


clwgjman 


p*P. 


Troy. N. X. 


1808 


82S 






P- 


Plattlburt. N. X. 


IS08 


890 


D«l a. N. 


educator 


pop. 


New PreMon, Oonn. 


1806 


8M 


<Ulla«>it>r W. D. 


Jounallet 


p. 


Pbtladelphla. Fa. 


1808 


860 


Qc»rA. 


p«rfe»i>r 






1808 


8T9 


HllUrd G. S- 


Uwrer 


narr. pop. 


Uachla«.H«. 


1808 


88T 


FahDectt. 


clerg7liMtn 


P- 


Little CoaptMi, u. L 


1808 


SCO 


• PrentlM 3. S. 


lawT<r 




PorUaiid,Ue. 


1808 




B«edH. 


pTOleaww 


pop. 


PblladelpUa. F*. 


1S08 


880 


• Blple; G. 


ilteiaiTcrmc 


pop. 


OreenlleM. MaM. 


1808 


895 


• Bmlto B. y. 




P- 


BoMon.Uaia. 


1800 


860 




(denriM" 
ipn>t*moT 


erod. pop. 


PUIladelphta. Pa. 


1809 


SS5 


•ArUiwT. 8. 


editor 


pop. 


nesr.Vewburgb.N.T. 


180e 


88fi 


CotuutlH.O.C. 




pop. 


DanTer*. Maa*. 


ISOQ 


894 


Edward! T. 


clerBjBian 


pop. 


Hartford, Conn. 


1800 


887 


F<owler 0. S. 




pop. 


Otthocton, N. T. 


1800 


804 


• Holmes O.W. 


(lArrtdan 
iaaUwr 
«dneat«r 


p. PC. 


Carabtldxe. Mas*. 


180S 


860 


. insrabim J. H. 


pr. pop. 


Portland, M«. 


1809 


880 


Irrlne T. 


teaoher 


erad. 


NewXork,N.Y. 


1809 


866 


• Uncoln A. 


paWkUt 


OT. 


Hardin Co., Kj. 


1809 




LofdJ. 


author 


pop. 


Portsmouth.N. n. 


1800 


891 


Pike A. 


annrofllcer 


P- 


BoatoD,MMa. 


1809 


B*» 


• Pm E. A. 


editor 


pr.p. 


Boaton. Mesa. 


1809 


8T7 


BemnMiR. 


DBral omcer 




CharleaOo..Md. 


1809 


B56 


BpOOUBT 8. 


deMUt 




Bran<Ian, Vt. 


1809 


862 


WelbvA.B. 




p. 


BL Uldiaera. Md. 


1809 


891 


Wlatbrop R. C. 


pnUklet 


or. 


Boatin.MaH. 


1810 


878 


Bucrltt E. 


pabliclat 


pop. pub. 


New Britain, Conn. 


1810 


18T3 


CiMk L. G. 


editor 


pr.pop. 


OtlKo, N. Y. 


1810 


888 


•Clarke J. F. 


elersjman 


pop, ecud. ipec. 


HanoTer, N. H. 


1810 


858 


C«>niadR.T. 


lawjer 


dram. 


Pblladelpbla, Pa. 


1810 


889 


OIllMTtJ. 0. 


actor 


act. 


Boaton, Maes. 


1810 


881 


0«nKUii(F. R. 


elvgjntxa 


pr. 


Uldmr. Cla. 
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FtHladctphla, Pa, 
Wlilt«tf>oro,N. Y. 

Hampton FtUtE. N.I 



Mew ^aren, Conn. 
LoutoTlDe, Sj. 



Nnr YMk, N. X. 



nm«ii«iiibi«, Pa. 

BT00U7D, N. Y. 
Dctndt, Ulcii. 



S0II7 Clings. Mlw. 
Nnr York, N. T. 

'Wuhlnston, tt. C. 
Stamford , Conn. 
Wublnstoa, D, C. 
Baltimore, Ud. 
Mobil*, Ala. 
PMBfltM, N. J. 

LmiiavUi*, Er. 
Borton,UaM. 
Nnr BrltklB, Cmib. 
PlupoDt, M. T. 
JunalM Plain, Hm*. 
Phlladel^Ua, Pl 



I I 



clwrrmaa 
phyatdan 



Brother, L. N. 
Fowler, 1811 

Father, A. 
Holmes, 1783 



I I I II 



W Unit. 
I Friend 



+ « 
+ 8+ 



1 Prot. 


3 1 


- 




I Prot, 


4 3 


+ 


» 


I CoHB- 

I a»ng. 

I 

I Prot. 


■^ . 


+ 


10 

4 



■+ 


I Prea. 




- 




I Bapt 




+ 


^ 


I Pna. 




+ 


^ 



'(■ mercbuit A.B.F. W 



m«»;h*i>t 


A.B. 


W 


P.K. 


14 


14 


+ 


« 


farmer 

■bOMIUkM' 


B.S. 
0.8. 


' 


cone. 


10 


10 






poMiaber 


A.B. 

H.8.P. 

H.8.P. 


I 


Cong. 
Prot. 


'+ 


3 


+ 

+ 


2+ 


clenyman 


A.B. 


I 


Piva. 






+ 
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Bom 


Diet 


Samt 


OccopaHan 


UUrarvPitldt 


Place of Blrlh 


1810 


IS88 


Onj A. 


pnifenor 


pop. 


ParU. N. T. 


ISIO 


18TT 


Bart J. a 


pmtemor 


pop. 


StocMirldge, Maia. 


lUO 


1860 


OucUU.B.f. 




uaTr. pr. 




1810 


18S0 


• Parker T. 


clerBjman 


pub.or.pop.apee. 


Islington, Haas. 


laio 


1876 


Bwr«E. H. 


clergrman 


p. pop. 


aandlafleld, Mask 


laio 


1802 


BeiraR. 


author 


pop. 


8t. John, N. B. 


1810 


187» 


BmltliM. H. 


( JouraaHit 


pub. 


Portland, Me. 


1810 


1872 


SiwldlnsH-I. 


dergTOian 


pub. erud. pop. 


Rolling Fort. K». 


1810 


1804 


TlckDor W. D. 


puWlaher 


Ub. 


l^bsnon, N H. 


1810 


1886 T TaomtMR. 


publicist 




Wilkes Co., Ga. 


1811 


1800 


Barnard H. 


educator 


pub. 


H an ford. Conn. 


1811 


IBOO 


Bow«n F. 


profeaaor 


■pec erud. pop. 


Charlestown, Mui. 


1811 


1B8T 


Eliot W.O. 


1 educator 


pop. 


New Bedford, Maaa. 


1811 


18«« 


Fa*l« L. N. 


pbrenolodat 


pop. 


Cobocton, N. T. 


1811 


t8B7 


OordmW.R. 


demoan 


apec. pub. 


New York, N. Y. 


1811 


1872 


• Greeley H. 


Jonniallat 


pub. erud. 


Amherit, N. H. 


1811 


1883 


Greene G.W. 




erud. 


E>aat Greenwich. R. I. 


1811 


1882 


JameaH. 


author 


apec. 


Albany, N. X. 


1811 


1877 


JoneaJ.S. 


{l»hralcltn 


dram. 


.U.S. 


1811 


1893 


ElpW.I. 




pop- 


New York. N. Y. 


1811 


1860 


Otgoadl'.B. 




p. 


BoBton.Maaa. 


1811 


1872 


PorUmS.P.W. 




pr. 


Portland, Me. 


1811 


1863 


PtaboijA..T. 




pop. 


BcTerly, Maaa. 


1811 


1891 


Pendleton J. U. 


clergynian 


pub. pop. 




1811 


1S8* 


•PbllllpaW. 




or. pub. 


Boston, Uaia. 


1811 


1802 


PortwN. 


r clergjman 
aul^r' 


pop.«pee. 


Farmlngton, Conn. 


1811 


1896 


■ Btoiet B. B. 


pub. pr. 


UtehfleW, Conn. 


latl 


1882 


Bt^«tA.B, 


librarian 


P- 




1811 


1874 


• Sumnec C. 


puWlcUt 


or.pub. 


Boaton. tfm. 


1811 


1881 


TbomaaJ. 


author 


erud. pop. 


Cayuga Co., N.T. 


1812 


1804 


•COPtltG-T. 




erud. 


Water low n, Masi. 


1812 




DItMin a. L. 


author 


narr. 


WeBirord, MuB. 


1812 


1880 






erud. 




1812 


IMfl 


Irving J. T. 


lawyer 


narr. 


New York. N.Y. 


1812 


189B 


Mac Keller T. 




p. 


Sew York, N. Y. 


1812 


189» 


Uaro W. 8. 


author 


pr. 


OgdensliurB, N. Y. 


1813 


1893 


Hurdocb J. B, 


actor 




PblladetpblB, Fi. 


isia 


1886 


• Prime 8. 1. 


editor 


narr. pop. 


BaliBton, N. Y 


1812 


1883 


Stepbrai A. H. 


publlclat 


pub. or. 


aear Crawfordavllle, G 


1812 


1»1 


TtrampwB A. C. 


elercrmail 


pop. 


Ootfien, Oonn. 
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Fatker't 


j 


1 


1 


PI<RWOrDMtft 




g 


§ 






ftizmer 

1 turner 

farmer 


H.a 


I 




FiaiKdeiiibii, p*. 




A,B. 


P 


Prea. 


At>M 




lawyer 


H.8. 










farmer 


A.B. 


P 


Dnit. 


WcBtoD, Mum. 




farmer 


A.B. 




Cont 


TbroDto, ODt. 






Q.e. 


I 


Cong. 


BrooklTD, N. T. 












Saltlmore, Md. 






A.B.P. 




E.C. 


Phlli«Ie)pWa.P«. 




larmec 


as. 




Bapt. 






planter 








Hertford, Codd. 




farmer 


A.B. 


W 




BMton. Htm. 






A.B. 






Put Chrt«ttaii, HIM. 




merdiant 


A.B. 


P 


D!tlt. 


Weat Orange, N. J. 


Brattier, O. 8. 
F\>wler. 1808 




A.B. 






MdDliawet, N. Y. 






A.B. 






FleMintTllle, N. Y. 




farmer 




P 


COOg. 


ButaTNDirlcb,B. 1. 






A.B.r. 






BMton. &taH. 


Sod, 
W. James. 1848 


realeetate 


A.B. 


w 


Prea. 


B(mtoa.JSiMa. 






n.8. 






Su IVUdno. Cal. 


Bretber, 
U Sip, 1826 


banker 


A.B. 


w 




HlDSban, IIM*. 












Bn>okl7n, N. T. 


Willie, 1806 


editor 


n.B. 


I 


Cong. 


BoAm.Hua. 




teacher 


A.B. 
A.B.P. 


^ 


Unit. 


Bortra,lbM. 




judge 


A.B. 


w 


Cong. 


New H»en. Oonn. 




ctergrmKD 


A.B. 


I 


Cong. 


H«rtt»rd. Conn. 


Father, !„ 
Beecber, IT7S 


clers7mBD 


A.B. 


' 


Cong. 


AHMnr.N.T. 




lawTer 


H.8. 






W«ahlDKto(>, D. C. 




lanryer 
ensineer 


A.B. 
A.B. 


I 




I*ewIork,W.Y. 






A.B. 

e.B. 












H.B.P. 


I 


DnlT. 




Cud*. W. 
IrTlng. 1783 


lawyer 


A.B. 




P.B. 


PbllidelphU. Pa. 




naralofllcer 


H.B.P. 


P 




Hew Tork, y. Y. 






H.8. 










bookblDder 












phjelcian 


A.B. 




Frea. 


AtluU, Ob. 




farmer 


A.B. 


w 


PK8. 



if 
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Bom 


DM 


Sam9 


OCOHPOHOH 


lAierary PUldi 


Ptaeevt Birth 


1813 
1812 


1888 
188B 


W«rren W. 
WelU W. H. 


•diKHitor 


aet. 

pop. 


Philadelphia, Pa. 
Tolland, CoDD. 


1812 


i8e» 


Woodworth P. C. 


j printer 

\ author 


pop. 


Coli^hester.CoDQ. 


1818 


1900 


Bartol C. A. 


PW- 


Preeport, Me. 


1818 


ISST 


•BeechcTH.W. 


clemDian 


or, pah. pop. 


Lltchfleld. Ooiin. 


181S 
1818 


1883 
1881 


BtoolMC.T, 
Coles A. 


clermrman 


p. 
P' 


Salem. Mass. 
Scotch Plalna, N. J. 


1818 


1894 


Cooper a. r. 


autbor 


narr. 


Scaradale, N. T. 


1818 
1818 
1818 
1813 
1813 
1818 


1892 
1BB6 

I88» 
18<tl 
1842 
ISSS 


Crmcb C. P. 
DftDi J. D. 
DeancC. 
DouKiM 8. A. 

Baton C. H. 

aii«ec. 


artiat 
profeuor 

pobllcUt 

GlersTinan 


P- 

pop. 
erud. 

pop. 


Alexandria. Va. 
Dtlea, N. Y. 
Blddetord.Me. 
^aiiaon,Tt 
BORton. Maaa. 
CharlemoDt, Maaa. 


1818 


IBBT 


neadlejJ.T. 


t-aOtoT 


enid. pop. 


Walton, K. X. 


1818 
1813 
1818 
1818 


18T4 
1882 

ie»3 

1901 


Hint H. B. 
HoweJ. B. 
luddS. 


Uvrw 

clergyman 
clenyman 


P- 

pub. 
pub. 
pr. 


PhUadeiphia, Pa. 
Boaton, Maaa. 


1818 


1801 


I,oulnsB.J. 


tautbgr 
Mtbor 


erud. 




1813 


1880 


SuKentE. 


pop. pr. p. dram. 


Glouc ester, Maea. 


1813 


1886 


• Stephou A. 8. 


Mthor 


pr- 


Derbj. Oonn. 


1818 


18T1 


* Tuektnnan H. T. 


author 


narr. pr. 


Boaton, MUB. 


1813 
1813 
1814 
ISM 
1814 
1814 


IBBO 
190& 
18T3 
188U 
1900 
18TT 


• Verj J. 

WIllWD U. 

CUapln E. H. 
CodmuiJ. 


author 

historian 

clergxinaii 

actor 


p. 

pop. 
end. 
pop. 


Salem, M*«. 

West StookbridBe, Haia. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 
UnioaVlliflBe.N.T. 

Boston, MaM. 


1814 


1894 


BHllB G. E. 




erud. 


Boaton, H«M. 


1814 


1888 


Oar 8. H. 


JoonulUt 


erud. 


HlBKfaam. Maaa. 


1814 
1814 


1877 
1866 


Ilonmer W. H. C. 
HubhBttM.e. 


J lawyer 
jgoT-tolBclal 


P- 
pr. 


Atod, N. Y. 
Oxford, Conn. 


1814 


1886 


IInd»B H. N. 


autbor 


erud. pop. 


Cornwall, Vt 


1814 


1877 


■ Motlej J. L. 


hlatorlan 


erud. 




1814 


1672 


Put nam 0. P. 


pabllahet 


lib. pop. 


Bmnawick, Me. 


1814 


1890 


Shiliaber B. P. 


realtor 

i author 

Jurtot 


pr. 




1814 


1882 


Smith E. P. 


■pw. 


New York. N. Y. 


1814 


1863 


Tancer W. L. 


{ pnblldat 


or. 


Warren Co., O*. 
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Place of Death 

Boston, Maas. 
Chicago, 111. 



Father's % 
Literary Relativee Occupation § 

actor H.S. 



o 






! 

5 



^ 



o 
^ 



At sea 


Uncle, 8. 
Woodworth, 1786 


















Boston, Mass. 






A.B. 














Brooklyn, N. Y. 


Father, L. 
Beecher, 1775 


clergyman 


A.B. 


P 


Prea. 


13 


9 


+ 


5 


Newport, R. I. 






A.B. 


I 


Unit. 


5 


2 


+ 


4-f. 


near Monterey, Cal. 




journalist 


H.S. 


W 


Bapt. 






1 

+ 


2^ 




Father, J. F. 
















Cooperstown, N. Y. 


Cooper, 1789 


author 




I 


P.B. 


7 


2 


— 




Cambridge, Mass. 




Jurist 


A.B. 


I 




2+ 




+ 


1+ 


New H&ven, Conn. 




merchant 


A.B. 


I 


Cong. 


1 


11 


f 


6^ 


Cambridge, Mass. 




physician 


H.S. 


I 


Unit. 


2+ 




1 
+ 


6 


Chicago, 111. 




farmer 


H.S.P. 


I 




2^ 


2 


1 

+ 


2 


Plttsbargh, Pa. 
















1 




Philadelphia, Pa. 






A.B.P. 










+ 




Newburgh» N. Y. 


Brother, P. C. 
Headley, 1819 


clergyman 


A.B. 










1 

+ 




Philadelphia, Pa. 




merchant 




I 












Lima, Ind. 




clergyman 


A.B. 






2+ 




4- 




Aagusta, Me. 




merchant 


A.B. 
A.B. 


I 


Cong. 


6^ 


2 


1 

+ 


3 


DoTer Plains, N. Y. 




farmer 


G.S.P. 


P 


Friend 










Boston, Mass. 






A.B.P. 






2+ 




+ 




Newport, R. I. 




mannf'turer 


H.S. 


I 








+ 


H- 


New York, N.Y. 


Uncle, J. 
Tuckerman, 1778 




A.B.P. 


W 










■ 


Salem, Mass. 




shipmaster 


A.B. 
A.B. 


P 







1 


__ 




New York, N.Y. 




clergyman 


A.B. 


I 


D.R. 










New York, N. Y. 




artist 


H.S. 


I 


Cong. 


3 


1 


+ 


'+ 


Boston, Mass. 




clergyman 


A.B.P. 


w 


Cong. 






1 


1 


Canton, Pa. 




hotel-keeper 


H.S. 


p 








+ 


7 


Boston, Ma«s. 


{ 


merchant 
shipowner 


A.B. 


I 




11+ 




1 




New Brighton, N. Y. 




lawyer 


A.B.P. 


I 




3+ 


2 






Avon, N. Y. 




lawyer 


A.B. 














North 9tonington,Conn. 




physician 












+ 




Cambridge, Mass. 




farmer 


A.B. 




Cong. 


2+ 








near Dorchester, Bng. 




merchant 


A.B. 






8 


2 


+ 


4 


New York, N. Y. 




lawyer 


O.S. 


I 


Bapt. 


5 


i 


+ 


11 


Chelsea, Mass. 






G.S.P. 








» 






Rochester, N. Y. 






A.B. 














near Montgomery, Ala. 




lawyer 


A.B.P. 


p 







1 


4. 
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«em 


DM 


Name 




UitroTV FUiit 


PtoocFofBtrtA 


1815 


803 


BaUrB.S.W. 




pt.pop. 


AAdoTer. HaM. 


leiG 


sei 


BanowB W. 


clergyniaa 


erad. 


Ne»Braliitr«, Ha. 


ists 


882 


• Dana B. H. Jc. 


lawyer 


narr. 




1816 
IBIS 
1816 
1816 
1815 
181S 
1816 
1810 


SH 
86^2 
890 
873 
86T 
8ftl 
890 
88T 


* Doney A. B. 
Dowotog A. J. 
Pto«B. 
FoiterJ.W. 

• GrlBWold B. W. 
Klddtr D, P. 
I.nter C. E. 
•PettliwlllJ.il. 


autboc 
hMtkuiWriat 
JonrnalUt 
seoloElat 

author 
clerirtiiaD 

clerijman 


pr. 
pop. 
pr. 
PW- 
pop. 

emd. 
spec. 


Gnu-getowu, D. C. 
NewburKh.N.r. 
WlKa«Bet, Me. 
Brlmfleld.MiM. 

BMwn. Vt. 
Darlen. N. I. 
Qrlawold. Conn. 
Haacbeater, Vt 


1816 


S63 


'PhetptB.B. 




pr- 


Andoter, Ma««. 


1815 


877 


Snritb H. B. 


cletcrni»a 


«p*e. pop. 


ForUftDd, H«. 


ISIS 


897 


SteTeDsA. 


clersTinaD 


erod. 


PUIadelphU, Pk. 


1816 


sas 


• Anibone S. A. 


InulDeH 


erud. pop. 


PUladelphla,Pa. 


1818 


BOO 


Cooke P. P. 


( lawyer 
taatbof 

actreaa 

author 


V- 


Uartoiabars, Va. 


181S 
IBie 
1810 


876 
880 

BTS 


• Ctttkman C. B. 
Daly C. P. 
Dujcklnk E. A. 


erud. 
erud. 


Boaton. Uaaa. 
New Sork, N. T. 
New York, N.S. 


ISIO 


B8» 


DwKrht B. W. 


educator 


enjd. 


New Haven. Conn. 


1816 
1818 
1818 
18tS 


S61 
881 
904 
841 


Bwtnnn C. 0. 
Field* J. T. 
Qodwin P. 
Hooper L. 


editor 

pabllaher 

Jonnullst 


narr. p. pr, 

pop. 

p. 


Fryeburg. Me. 
PoManoouth, N H. 
FalPTson, N. J. 
Newburjport. tUai 


1816 


8»3 


Howe B. 


hUtorian 


erud. 


Now Haven, Ooon. 


1818 
1810 
1816 
1816 
1816 


S«S 
892 
886 
897 
887 


JewettC. C. 
• Kimball R. B, 
Upplncott J. B. 
Proctor J. 
•SaieJ. Q. 


librarian 
lawyet 

actor 
lawyer 


pr. narr. 
lib. 

Art. 
p. 


Lebanon, Me. 
Plalnfleld, K. H. 

Marlboro, lia^' 
iart8ate,Vt. 


isie 


898 


Spacer J. A. 


{j'^sr 


pop. 


eydeP«rk,N.T. 


1816 
ISlT 


8TT 
888 


WarneUCA. 
BaCDnA.8. 


pr. 

lib. 


Natchei.MlM. 
New Havea.CouD. 


1817 


891 


Blselow J. 




emd. 


Maiden, N. X. 


1»1T 


8»6 


DouciaMF. 


phllantbroplat 


pubDAtT. 


Talbot Co., Ud. 


1817 


894 


Jay J. 


l»wy«^ 


pub. 


NewXM*,N.T. 


1817 

1817 
1817 


864 
889 
B«2 


Judton-B. C. 

Matb«w* C. 

• Tborwra H. D. 


aatlior 
author 

author 


pr.toun. 
narr. p. 


Batan. N. T. 
P««Clie«et,N.T. 
Concord, Uaaa. 



135] 



APPENDIX B 



13s 



Place of Death 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Rome, Italy. 

Wmshington, D. C. 
near Yonkera, N. Y. 
Fairfax Co.« Va. 
Cbioago, 111. 
New York, N. Y, 
Eyanaton, 111. 
Detroit, Mich. 
New HmTen, Conn. 

Boaton, Biasa. 

New York. N. Y. 

San Joa^, Cal. 

Lucerne, Switzerland. 

Clark Co. Va. 

Boaton, Maas. 
Sag Harbor, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 

Clinton, N. Y. 

Montpelier, Vt. 
Boston, Maas. 
New York, N.Y. 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Oolombua, O. 

Bralntree, Maaa. 
New York, N.Y. 
Philadelpliia, Pa. 
Boaton, Mass. 
AllMUiy, N. Y. 

Pasaaic, N. J. 

near Louiaville, Ky. 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Anacostia, D. C. 

New York, N. Y. 

Hamilton, N. Y. 
N«w York, N. Y. 
Concord, Maaa. 



Literary Relativee 

Father, L. 
Woods, 1774 

Father, R. H. 
Dana, 1787 



Pather*9 
Occupation 

clergyman 



lawyer 



••j « 



i. I 



J '-W clergyman 
^ :. ^ j "p! nurseryman 



liMt 



clergyman 



» clergyman 
Father, , 

M. Stuart, 1780 c^e^-sryman 

r merchant 
t sup't. 



Brother, J. E. 
Cooke, 1830 



Grandfather, 
T. Dwlght, 1752 



lawyer 

merchant 
carpenter 
pubMsher 

merchant 

clergyman 
ahlpmaater 

merchant 
r publisher 
( book-seller 

clergyman 



{ 



Father, 
W. Jay, 1789 



aurveyor 

merchant 

farmer 

merchant 

Judge 



A.B.P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

H.S. 
A.B. 
A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B.P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 
A.B. 

A.B. 

as. 

G.S. 
A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 
H.S. 
A.B. 
H.S.P. 

H.S. 

A.B. 
A.B. 
H.S.P. 



A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B.P. 
G.SP. 

A.B. 

G.S.P. 

A.B. 

H.S.P. 
A.B. 

pencil maker A.B. 






I 
I 



p 
p 
I 



p 
I 
p 
I 



0$ 



I Cong. 



Unit. 
Prot. 

Unit. 



M.E. 
Cong. 



P.E. 



R.C. 
P.E. 



M.E. 
Unit. 
Pres. 
P.E. 



P Cong. 



I Pres 

I Prea. 

P M.E. 

W P.E. 

P Bapt. 

P Cong. 



9 



5 
2 



9 

7-U 



& 
2 
2 



6 
2 
5 

7 



2+ 
5 



7 

6 






1 
1 

1 



5 
3 






+ 



+ 

+ 
+ 

+ 
+ 
+ 



+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 



+ 

+ 
+ 
+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 



S+ 



8 

»+ 

2+ 



2+ 

2 

8 

2+ 
5 



+ 

+ ^* 

+ 8 

+ 6 

+ 8 

+ » 
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Bom 


IMMl 


Samt 




UtororvPtaM* 


PlM« of Birth 


181T 


883 


TomeaB. 


Jaatbor 


enid. 


NiwYork, N. X. 


ISIS 
1S18 


882 


BeoneU D. R. M. 
Burr B. 


editor 


puh. 


Sprlngfleld, N. T. 
Ureen'a Farmo. Ooui. 


1818 


901 


Ch^DDlDg W. B. 


autbor 


P- 


Boaton, Hub. 


1818 
1818 


896 
889 


OonA-C. 
CoweiuF. 8. 


eluvTiDan 


p. pub. pop. 


Hebdbain. N. J. 
New Tort, N.I. 


1818 


891 


DoLmdE. 




narr. 


CotamWa. 8. C. 


1818 
1818 
1818 
1813 


89T 
877 
891 

888 


Driller H. 
SUetB.F. 
HIIIT. 
JarreaJ.J. 


proleaaor 
tduc»tor 


pop. 

pop. emd. pr. 

■pec. 


StatenlBlB-nd.N.T. 
Sodua Point. N.Y. 
NcwBninBwlFk, N. J. 
Boatou.Masa. 


1818 


852 


JenklnaJ. B. 


(editor 
\ lawyer 
aoUrar 
Uitjer 
publtober 


erod. 


Albany. N. Y. 


1818 
1818 
1818 


908 
881 
887 


MitbewsW. 
•MorBaaL.H. 
P«ter«»n C. J. 


pop. 
ernd. 


Waterrllle, Me. 
Aurora. N.Y. 
PhlladelpblK. Pa. 


1818 


878 


•PrantlMB.P. 


aiiUMtr 


pop. 


Portland, He. 


1818 
1819 
1819 
1819 
1819 
1819 


8S5 
881 
898 
887 
892 
802 


B&aw H. W. 
Abbot B. 
BrookaN. C. 
Did* C. a. 
DurrteD. 8- 
EQgUah T. D. 


autbor 

teacber 

educator 

JouraaliW 

librarian 

jouruallat 


pr, 

ernd. 

erod. 

pub. pop. 

erud. 

p. 


Jackw>n, Me. 
Cecil Co., Md. 
Hioadaie. N. H. 
Albany, N. X. 
Philadelphia, Pa, 


1819 


903 


HMdIe; P. C. 


■QUiar 


pop. 


Walton, N. X. 


1819 


881 


• Holland J. G. 




p.poh.eiod.pop.pr. 


Belcbertown, Masa. 


I8I9 


810 


*BoietJ.W. 




pub. p. 


New York, U. Y. 


1819 
1819 


904 
896 


HnDtlDstoa P. D. 

L*nmwC. 


librarian 


narr. erud. pr. 


Hadley, Maai. 

Monroe. HkH. 


1819 


893 






p. 


PortiMd, Me, 


1819 


891 


• Low«l] J. R. 


author 


p. pub. pr. 




1819 


881 


• Melville H. 


aathor 


pr. Pair. 


New York, N.X. 


I8I9 
1S19 


892 
8S» 


P«r«oD»T.W. 
E. D. a. N. 


aathor 
antbor 


P- 


Boaton, Mau. 
Wa«hlngton.D.C. 


1819 


888 


• BterwiB H. 




erad. 


BametTt. 


1819 


895 


Stor J W. W. 


UttBt 


p. oarr. 


Halem.MaM. 


ISIB 


887 


Taylor B. T. 


joortialUt 


pr. p. 


LowTllle, N. y. 


1819 


879 


TbompsoD J. P. 


clergyman 


pop. 


Philadelphia, Pa. 


1819 


881 


Wallace W. R. 


lawyer 


P- 


Leilngton, Ky. 
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Father'9 


1 


1 


1 




Place of Death 


lAUrwry RelaiiveB Occupation 


§ 




g 


Brooklyn, N. Y. 






A.B. 








New York, N. Y. 






G.S. 
A.B. 








Oonoord, M«8S. 


Uncle, W. B. 
Channing, 1780 


physician 


A.B.P. 


I 






Clifton Springs, N. Y. 




clergyman 


A.B. 


I 


P.B. 




Brooklyn, N. Y. 




merchant 


H.S. 


I 






New York, N. Y. 


Brother, T. C. 
De Leon, 18S9 


physician 


A.B. 









New York, N. Y. 






A.B. 








New York, N. Y. 




physician 


H.S.P. 


I 






Waltham, Mass. 




tanner 


A.B. 


P 


Unit. 


9 


Terasp, Switzerland. 






H.S. 


w 






Syracuse, N. Y. 




f miller 
\ farmer 


A.B. 
A.B. 


I 


P.E. 


5 


Boi^ester, N. Y. 






A.B. 








Philadelphia, Pa. 






A.B.P. 






2+ 


Dorset, Vt. 


Father, 
B. Payson, 1783 


clergyman 






Cong. 


8 


Monterey, Gal. 






A.B.P. 


w 






Oambridge, Mass. 






A.B. 






1+ 


PJ^iladelphla, Pa. 






A.B. 








near Glen Core, N. Y. 






A.B.P. 








Madison, Wis. 


Brother, J. T. 
Headley, 1813 


clergyman 


H.S. 
H.S. 

H.8. 


I 






New York, N.Y. 




wool-carder 


H.S. 


p 


Cong. 


6 


Portsmouth, B. I. 


Daughter, L. B. 
Richards, 1850 


banker 


H.S. 


w 


P.B. 


7 


Hadley, Mass. 




clergyman 


A.B. 


I 


Unit. 


11 


Washington, D. C. 




goy*t-offlcial 


H.S. 


I 






Portland, Me. 


Brother, H. W. 
Longfellow, 1807 


lawyer 


A.B. 


w 


Unit. 


6 


Oamdridge, Mass. 


Uncle, 
J. Lowell, 1799 


clergyman 


A.B. 


I 


Unit. 


5 


New York. N.Y. 




merchant 




w 






Scitnate, Mass. 






H.S. 








Washington, D. C. 


. 


teacher 


H.S. 


I 






South Hampstead, Bng. 


Brother, B. F. 
Stevens, 1833 


I farmer 
( inn-keeper 


A.B. 


I 




11 


Valombrosa, ^taly. 


Father, 
J. Story, 1779 


JurUt 


A.B. 


I 


Unit. 


7 


Cleveland, 0. 




educator 


A.B. 


I 


Bapt. 




Berlin, Germany. 




druggist 


A.B. 


I 


Pres. 


^+ 


New York, N. Y. 






A.B. 












9 



& 

e 






+ 



+ 



I 

I 



+ 
+ 




+ 


>t- 


+ 


4 


+ 

+ 

+ 




+ 


8 


+ 


2+ 



+ 


4 


+ 


8 


+ 


6 


+ 
+ 


7 


+ 


1 


+ 





+ 



+ 2+ 

+ 2 
+ « 



I40 



APPENDIX B 



Bfn Died Heme 

1821 1904 DUui A, M. 

1821 1898 Eliot S. 

1821 1894 Poole W. F. 

1821 1871 Scribner C. 

1821 1888 * Bqaier E. G. 

1821 1902 Taylor W. 

1821 1897 Trumbull J. H. 

1821 1887 Youxnans E. L. 

1822 1897 * Adams W. T. 
1822 1894 Barrow F, E. 
1822 1905 Bennett E. 
1822 1895 Calkins N. A. 
1822 1890 Cuyler T. L. 
1822 1888 Darley F. O. C. 
1822 1881 Durant H. F. 
1822 1907 Field H. M. 



OeoupaUon 

author 

educator 

librarian 

publisher 

journalist 

clergyman 

librarian 

f editor 
\ lecturer 
teacher 

author 

educator 

clergyman 

artist 

lawyer 

editor 



1822 1895 Frothingham O. B. clergyman 



1822 1889 Gardiner F. 

1822 1903 Gllmore J. B. 

1822 1886 Grant U. S. 

1822 1909 * Hale E. B. 

1822 Harkness A. 

1822 Hill W. H. 

1822 1898 Johnston B. M. 

1822 1886 Judson B. Z. C. 

1822 * Mitchell D. 6. 

1822 1903 Olmsted F. L. 

1822 1903 Pops W. B. 

1822 1872 * Bead T. B. 

1822 1894 Strong J. 

1822 1885 * White B. G. 

1823 1909 Angell G. T. 
1823 1890 * Boker G. U. 

1823 1896 Coffin C. C. 

1823 1838 Davidson M. Jf . 

1823 1884 Duganne A. J. H. 

1823 1899 Eaton D. B. 

1823 1896 Eddy D. C. 



clergyman 

merchant 
r army officer 
\ publicist 

clergyman 

professor 
r clergyman 
\ educator 

{educator 
lawyer 
author 
author 
landscape architect 

{clergyman 
professor 
artist 

professor 
r editor 
\ goy*t official 

editor 

author 
j Journalist 
\ author 



author 
lawyer 
clergyman 



Literary Fi^d9 


Place of Birth 


pop. 


Plymouith, Mass. 


erud. pop. 


Boston, Mass. 


pop. 


Salem, Mass. 


lib. 


New York, N. Y. 


narr. 


Bethlehem, N. Y. 


narr. 


Bockbridge Co., Va. 


erud. 


Stonlngton, Oonn. 


pop. 


Coeymans, N. Y. 


pr. 


Medway, Mass. 


pr. 


Charleston, S. C. 


pr. 


Monson, Mass. 


pop. 


GainesYllle, N. Y. 


pop. 


Aurora, N. Y. 


lib. 


Philadelphia, Pa. 


P*t. 


HanoYer, N. H. 


narr. 


Stockbridge, Massw 


pub. pop. 


Boston, Biass. 


pop. 


Gardiner, Me. 


narr. 


Boston, Mass. 



narr. 

pr. narr. pop. 

pop. 

pop. 

pr. 

pr. 

pr. narr. 

narr. 

spec. pop. 

p. 
erud. 

I>op. narr. erud. 

pub. 
p. dram. 

narr. pop. 

p. 

P- 

pub. 

narr. 



Point Pleasant, O. 

Boston, Mass. 
Blackstone, Mass. 
near Lebanon, Ky. 

HancoiA Co., G«. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 
Norwich, Conn. 
Hartford, Conn. 

Horton, N. S. 

Chester Co., Pa. 
New York, N.Y. 

New York, N. Y. 

Soothbrldge, Mass. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Boscawen, N. H. 

Plattsburg, N. Y. 

Boston, Biass. 
Hardwkk, Vt. 
Salem, Mass. 
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Place of Dtoth 

B«*«rlr BWma, Hub. 
lEvanstoD, III. 
Lueeroe, Swlt»r1aad. 
SiooklTn, N. T. 
Pklo Alto, C«l. 
!i«rtfocd, CoDD. 



mcrehiDt 
cltTgjman 



bot«l-ke«per II. B. 






ll 

+ 

+ 

+ 



1+ 



N«w Y«rk, H. Y. 
as7Bant,D«l. 



Unit. 
P.E. 



BfttttBHUC, Md. 

SUmfocd, M. Y. 
Wfnrlj, ittta. 






FUtUdclpbla, P>. 



mercli«nt 
clertymao 

ptiirilclaa 



Prttt. 
Bapt. 
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\.W 



Bitr» 
1823 
182S 


1877 

ini 


Namt 

• HlEKlDK>D T. W. 


clenrniao 
■oOuw 


pop. 

pr. pub. pop. MTt. 


PlaetctBirtK 
Halttai, Vt 
Caobddge, Maaa. 


1828 


188« 


H«dseA.A. 




•pee. pop. 


Prfneetou, N. jr. 


W2S 


18«6 




paMlahcr 


lib. 


Sutt4W, Vt 


U23 


1904 


UvptitcottB.J. 


aatbor 


pr. narr. 


PMnpey,N.Y. 


1829 


isas 


Nelll B. D. 


rdecsrmaa 

\«dDcator 

hlitorlan 


emd. 


PhUaddphU. Fa. 


1823 


1SS9 


• ParkBwi F. 


erud. narr. 


Boston. Mow. 


1823 


1004 


•aelwJ.A. 




pop.»pec. 


Gr*CBha[n. JM. 


1S23 


1883 


Smnckw a U. 


(lawyer 
\aaUior 
librarlaB 


pop. 


New Market. T*. 


1824 


t«»9 


Aduni r. G. 


Mb. 


Hodman, N. X. 


1S21 


1871 


'CoryP- 


aatbor 


p- 




1S2« 


1889 


C«B.8. 


poblkKt 


narr. 


ZMHwllle,0. 


1824 


1S»2 


•CwO«G. W. 


/•aitor 
1 anUiac 


pub. narr. pr. 




1824 
1824 
Ift24 


188S 
IMM 
1893 


Klv T. 8. 
Kirk J. F. 


anUior 
teacher 


or.pop.pr. 

pop. 

P- 


New York, N.Y. 
Bererly, Uaaa. 


1824 


1908 


Lcltnd C. G. 


{author 
author 


p. erud. pr. 


FUtadelpbIa, Pa. 


1824 
1824 
1824 


1880 
1890 

i8e:t 


ImpHK.A.B.R. 
Uoort C.J. 


p.<»ta». 
pr. 
erud. pop. 


nearBaltlnM»«,Hd. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
New York, N.Y. 


1824 


1908 


Whitntgi.D.T. 




pr. 


Bo«toB,Haa>. 


1824 


1891 


W1noli*ll A. 


/educator 

cleriymao 

lawyer 

pnrfcaeor 


pop. 


North Baat, N. Y. 


182S 
1S2S 
1825 


1888 
1002 


Bak«T W. H. 
sutler W. A. 
Child F. J. 


pr. 
P- 
pop. erud. 


Albany, N. X. 
Beaton, Mass. 


ISSS 


t»13 


Dorr J. B.C. 




P- 


Charl«»ton, 8. C. 


1826 
tS25 
1S26 
182S 
1826 


1901 
1901 
1909 

1904 


Fletdier I. C. 
HallF. 
• Lm H. C. 
PiktM.B.Q. 
Sblclda C. W. 


phUotogtat 
poblUher 

/ clecsyman 
t editor 
librarian 

author 

JonmalUt 

phllanthraplBt 

clergyman 

author 


nan. 

emd. 

erud. 

pr. 

■pec. 


iDdlauapolia, Ind. 
Twy, N. T. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
Ba*port,M«. 
New Albany, Ind. 


182S 
1S26 
1S26 
IS2A 
1820 
1826 
182« 


1908 
IMS 
1878 
1878 
1800 
18S1 
1906 


8pDffordA.R. 
■ Stoddard R.B. 
•TajlorB. 
Bowlet 8. 
BwLceC. L 

CfMlvH. 
DeHorMtJ. W. 


Ub. 
p. 
narr. p. pr. 

pub. 
pop. 
pr. 


Gllmanton.N.H. 
lIinEbam.Ua.ae. 
Senoett Square, Pa. 
Sprlnsdeld, Mua. 
UtebOaM, Oonn. 
N«wY»rli,N.T. 
Sornour, Conn. 
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« 


^ 






8^ 


« 








4* 


1 


9 


^ 




^ 


^ 


>ce of Death 


lAterary Relaiive$ 


Father's 
Occupation 




3 


7a 

(4 


1 




:q 


§ 


rk. N. J. 




clergyman 


A.B. 


I 


Baprt 


12 




+ 


4 


rldse,BCaM. 




merchant 


A.B. 


I 


Unit. 


11 




+ 


2 


etoDp N. J. 


Father, 
C. Hodge, 1797 


clergyman 


A.B. 


I 


Pres. 










. Andover, Mass. 






A.B. 






2+ 










Great-grandfather, 
J. Edwards, 1703 


physician 


H.S. 


I 




11 


10 


+ 


1 


LUl, Minn. 




physician 


A.B. 


I 


Pres. 


2+ 




+ 


5 


lea Plain, Mass. 




clergyman 


A.B. 


w 


Unit. 


6 


2 


+ 


3 


Bburg, Pa. 




farmer 


A.B.P. 


p 


Moray. 






+ 




Islphia, Pa. 


Father, 8. 8. 
Schmucker, 1799 


clergyman 


A.B. 


I 


Luth. 


2+ 








ji,Kan8. 




farmer 


A.B. 


I 


Cong. 


9 




+ 


10 


ort, R. I. 


Bister, 
A. Gary, 1820 


farmer 


G.S.P. 


p 


Univ. 


9 


6 







rork. N. Y. 






A.B. 










+ 




Baton, N. Y. 




banker 


H.8.P. 


I 


Unit. 


«+ 


2 


+ 


2+ 


rancisco, Cal. 




clergyman 


H.8.P. 


p 


UniT. 






+ 




lelphia, Pa. 




ship-owner 


H.8. 


I 


P.B. 


6 




+ 


4 


a, Mass. 




ship-master 


H.S. 


p 


Cong. 


9 


8 






ice, Italy. 




merchant 


A.B. 


I 


P.E. 


2+ 




+ 




•n, Enc^land. 




planter 


A.B.P. 


w 








+ 




•n, Sngland. 




scientist 


H.S. 


I 








+ 


3 


»eth, N. J. 




teacher 


A.B. 


I 


R.C. 












Brother, 
G. F. Train, 1820 


i^p-owner 


H.S. 


I 




^+ 




+ 




.rtx>r, Mich. 






A.B. 






2+ 




+ 




Boston, Mass. 




clergyman 


A.B. 


I 


Pres. 










rs. N. Y. 




lawyer 


A.B. 










+ 




1, Mass. 




sail-maker 


A.B. 










+ 






J quarry- 
\ operator 




w 




1 


1 


+ 








banker 


A.B. 


I 








+ 


1+ 






lawyer 


A.B. 


I 




3+ 




+ 


!!+ 






naturalist 


H.S. 
H.S. 


I 








+ 
+ 


2+ 


trt, R. I. 






A.B. 










+ 




mess, N. H. 




clergyman 


H.S. 


I 








+ 


1+ 


ork, N. Y. 




ship-master 


G.S. 










+ 




, Germany. 




farmer 


H.S. 


p 


Friend 


10 


4 


+ 


1+ 


:fleld, Mass. 




journalist 


H.S. 


I 


Unit 


5 


3 


+ 


7 


•rits, Switzerland. 






A.B. 


I 


Cong. 


4 




+ 




ork, N. Y. 




land-owner 


A.B. 
A.B.P. 


w 

I 
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Bom 


Died 


Itfom* 


Oecupattcn 


1826 




DMiMO M. A. 


•other 


18S« 


186« 


• Fo.t« B. C. 


balladUt 


1836 


1901 


KIpU 


Kwyor 


1836 


1881 




edacator 


1826 


1803 


SmltbCH. 


flawjer 
\ pimster 


1826 


1S»4 


• Wiiltn«T W. D. 




1827 


1806 


AtklDMD R. 




1827 




BucomJ. 


praf«Mor 


182T 




B>tM 8. F. 


f^««tor 
\«tlthor 


1827 


1878 


Btwt E. E. 




1827 


18M 


Cooke J. P. 


chemist 


1827 


1868 


•Cummini M.S. 




1827 


ISOS 


DIxM. 


clersTDiaa 


1827 


1910 


*EdilHI.B.a. 


religion* leader 


1827 


1909 


PtabwG.P. 


ip«.re.«,r 


1827 


1887 


Hope J. B. 


lawj«r 


1B2T 


1808 


Norton C. B. 


pr«Iesaor 


1837 




NottCC. 


lawjer 


1827 








1827 


1910 


• Bolt* W. J. 


{author 


1827 


1918 




avthor 


1827 


1910 


Victor 0.1. 


/editor 

lantbor 

lawyer 


182T 


1805 


• WmllaM L. 


1828 


1887 


Balid C. W. 


cl««yiwu» 


1838 
1BZ8 


1898 


Blackburn W. H. 
BFtnrne W. H. 


f elersTlDan 
\edDa*tor 
J author 



Plww «r Birth 
Oambrldie, Uaai. 
Ftttakar^. Fa. 
Hvw Tork, N. Y. 
New York, N. T. 



Northamptoo. Uai 
BrookLlae, IJaea. 
0«iu>a, N. Y. 
Mcndon, Uaaa. 




Newborrpott, Uaaa. 
OcAan, N. Y. 



IS2S 


1880 


Bonce O.B 


1828 


1811 


Canon n. 


1838 


1880 


Drake F.S. 


1828 


190B 


nnlrvir. 


1828 
1838 


1863 
1909 


Bmten A. B 
llcClure A. 


1828 
1838 


1873 


UooreF. 

Follat4B.J 


ISSS 


1904 


RanklB J. K 



pop. pr. 



1828 1888 ■ WelU D. 



Priaceton, N. J. 



Baltimore, Ud. 
New York, N. Y. 
Phlladetphia, Pa. 
Northwvod, N. B. 
CtaUUootbe, O. 
Rodaon, S Y. 
Prt-ry Co . Pa. 
CMKard.N.n. 
HclaoB Oo.. Ta. 
B,M.B. 
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«> 


e 






& 


1 






Father's 


•♦* 




.2 


1 




5 


Place of Death 


Literary Relatives OccupaUon 




e 


1^ 


€ 




^ 


§ 








H.S.P. 










+ 




New York, N. Y. 




merchant 


A.B.P. 


I 




3+ 


3+ 


1 

4- 


1 




Brother, W. I. 
Kip, 1811 


banker 


A.B. 


w 




2+ 








New London, N. H. 




physician 


A.B. 
A.B. 


I 


D.R. 


2 




+ 
+ 


5 

10 


New Haven, Conn. 




banker 


A.B. 


I 


Cong. 


7 




+ 


6 


Boston, Maes. 






H.S.P. 


I 








+ 


7 


Wllliam8tx>wn, Mass. 




clergyman 


A.B. 


p 


Cong. 






+ 


5 


MeadYiUe, Pa. 




f farmer 
\ mill-owner 


A.B. 


I 


Bapt. 


6 




1 

+ 


7 


Orange, N. J. 
















+ 




Newport, R. I. 




lawyer 


A.B. 






2 


1 


1 

+ 




Dorchester, Mass. 


Father, 
J. A. Diz, 1798 


Judge 
publicist 


H.S. 
A.B. 










1 




Brookline, Mass. 




farmer 


H.S. 
A.B. 


I 


Cong. 


6 


6 


+ 
+ 


1 
4 


Norfolk, Ta. 




land-owner 


A.B, 


w 








+ 


2+ 


Oambridffe, Mass. 


Father, 
A. Norton, 1786 


f professor 
\ scholar 


A.B. 


I 


Unit. 


G 


3 


+ 


6 






professor 


A.B. 


I 


Pres. 


12 




+ 


4 






lawyer 


H.S. 


I 








+ 




Oak BluflTs, Mass. 




f ha>tter 

\ trunk-maker 


A.B.P. 


p 


Cong. 


3 




+ 


3 






farmer 


H.S.P. 


I 


Pres. 


10 




+ 


5 






lawyer 


A.B.P. 


I 








+ 




Rye, N. Y. 


Father, 
R. Baird, 1798 


clergyman 


A.B. 
A.B. 


I 


Prea. 


8 




4- 

1 


1 


Baltimore, Md. 




merchant 


A.B.P. 


I 


M.S. 


1 


1 


+ 


7 


New York, N. Y. 






U.S. 














Ithaca, N. Y. 




farmer 


H.S. 


I 


Friend 


i 




+ 


4 


Waahington, D. C. 


Father, S. G. 
Drake, 1798 


book-seller 
physician 


H.S. 
H.S. 


I 
I 




2+ 


1 






Mamaroneck, N. Y. 




clergyman 
farmer 


H.S. 
G.S. 

H.S. 


I 

I 


Bapt. 


4 

2+ 


3 


+ 
4- 

1 


3+ 


Lynchhnrg, Va. 






A.B. 
A.B. 






2+ 




+ 




Norwich, Conn. 






A,B. 










+ 


1 
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B«™ 


Oitd 


Van* 


Ocewpatiim 


lAtentry FiaiB 


Ftaco at Birth 


1S28 


eei 


•WlttUiropT. 


lawyer 


pc. 


New H«T«ii, Conn. 


1829 


8»« 


Chllda a. W. 


{joumalUt 

actor 
author 

pbralcUo 


lib. 




18!» 
1SS& 
1820 
1820 
182» 


909 
OOB 

800 

ei4 


Bflpn H. R. 

• JelteraonJ. 
Lamb M. J. R. S. 
Wllcr L. 

• Ultthcll 8. W. 


PQb. 

■at 

pat. 
pr. p. 


near UorksvlUe. N. C 
I'hiladelphln. Po. 
PlaluBeld, Mobs. 

Pblladelphla. Pa. 


IBSS 


802 


8mlth B. 




lib. 


Lebanon, Cono. 


1S28 
1820 


867 
90S 


•TlDWodH. 

TOWDMIldT. B. 


author 
busiaeaa 


erud. 


<-harlPstoD, S. C. 
New York. N.Y. 


1829 


004 


Train Q. F. 




pub. 


BortoD.Haa. 


1829 


900 


• Warner C. D. 


f Journalist 

\ editor 

f »nnullst 
\ author 


pr. narr. pop. 


PUinfleid. Haaa. 


I8S0 
1830 


806 
903 


Brook! N. 


pr. 


Btamford, Conn. 
Caatlne. Me. 


18S0 


ssc 


•OookeJ. B. 


•oUkw 


pr. narr. emd. 


Wlncheeter.Va. 


I8S0 


888 






p. 


AnihetBt, MMa. 


1830 


001 


BeI< W. H. 


jllhrarlu 


•rod. 




1830 


stw 


HajneP. H. 


author 


p. 




isao 


804 


Elrktaod J. 


lawyer 


pr. 


aene»«, N. T. 


1880 
1880 


005 


Perry A. L. 

TarhwM U. T. 


teacher 
author 


pop. 
pr. 


Lyme, N. H. 
Amelia Co., Ta. 


IS30 


903 


Trumbull H. C. 


editor 


pop. 


Stonlncton, Conn. 


1880 


908 


Wiittr A. h. 


author 


pop. 


Philadelphia, Pa. 


1S8D 
1S31 
1831 
1831 


8T5 
894 
SOS 


WrlthtC. 
*A»tanJ.a. 
BadcauA. 
Buter J. P. 


m«tbematlclBii 

■nny oncer 

{banker 

educator 
clergrman 


pr. 
erud. 


Northampton, Haaa. 
Woreeater. Han. 
New York. N.Y. 
Gotham, Me. 


1831 
1831 
1831 
18S1 


880 Booth It. L. 
913 BRMjkiB. 
913T Clark Q.W. 
010 Davit R.B.B. 


«nid.pop. 

pop. 

pop. 


Yaphank, N. Z. 
Stonj Point. N. Y. 
8ontb Orange, N. J. 


1831 


906 


'BcigtM.U. 


editor 


pr. 


New York, N. Y. 


1831 


001 


• DollD*ll7 I. 


pabltelst 


pub. 


Philadelphia, Pa. 
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Plctce of Death 
Great Bethel, Va. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 
Washington, D. C. 

New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

New York, N. Y. 

Golmnbla, S. C. 



Hartford Conn. 
Washington, D. C. 

near Boyce, Va. 
Amherst, Mi&ss. 



Augusta, Ga. 

Chicago, III. 
Williamstown, Mass. 



Cambridge, Mass. 
Rozbury, Mass. 
Ridgewood, N. J. 

New York, N. Y. 



Onteora, N. Y. 



Literary Relatives 

Uncle, T. D. 
Woolsey, 1801 



Father's 
Occupation 



nnde, R. C 
Smith, 1797 



Sister, A. D. T. 
Whitney, 1824 



actor 

builder 
physician 

teacher 

book-binder 
lawyer 



o 

•e 

ft} 

A.B. 

G.S. 

H.S. 

H.S. 
H.S. 
A.B.P. 

A.B. 

A.B.P. 
H.S. 



ship-owner G.S. 



Brother, P. P. 
Cooke, 1816 



farmer 

clergyman 

ship-builder 

lawyer 

{college 
treasurer 



A.B. 



H.S. 



G.S. 



A.B. 



H.S. 



Uncle, R. Y. 

Hayne, 1791 
Mother, C. M. 8. 
Kirkland, 1801 



Brother, J. H. 

Trumbull, 1821 

Father, W. H. 

Furness, 1802 



naval officer A.B. 



educator 

clergyman 
merchant 



clergyman 

trader 
lawyer 

physician 
teacher 



f professor 
\ scientist 

Brother, B. C. ^ , . 

Donnelly. 1838 P^y^^^**^ 



H.S.P. 

A.B. 
A.B. 

H.S.P. 

H.S.P. 

A.B. 
H.S. 
H.S. 

H.S. 

H.S. 

A.B.P. 

A.B. 

H.S. 
H.S. 



It 

o 



I 
I 

I 

P 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 



ft5 



P.B. 



M.S. 

P.B. 
Cong. 



W 

I Unit 

P Cong. 

W Pres. 



I Unit. 
I 



Cong. 



Bapt. 



Unit. 
R.C. 



g 

o 

^ 



1+ 



^ 



4 



2 

4 
8 

4 



6 

2+ 



7 

4 






§ 




j? 


u 


^ 


3 




S 


+ 




4- 




+ 


10 


+ 




+ 


11 


+ 


3 


+ 




+ 


1 



+ 

+ 
+ 
+ 

+ 



+ 




+ 


1 


+ 


4 


+ 


7 


+ 


« 


+ 




+ 





+ 8 



+ " 



+ 
+ 

+ 
+ 



4 
3 
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Bern 


DM 


Kime 


Occupation 


IWl 


1801 


Florence W. J. 


■ctor 


I8S1 


1908 


OliniD D. C. 


«du»Ur 


1S81 


1012 


Goodwin W. W. 


proItMor 


1831 






cTiagellit 


ISIl 


1885 


'JacktonH.II. 




18R1 


1893 


JontHCC. 


lawjfT 


ISSl 




milerB.M. 




ISSl 




Peloubrt P. S. 




ISSt 




Rlc«B.W. 


f editor 

author 


1831 


1888 


Viator If. r. 


1881 


1902 


Wicd C. O. 


gov't, offlclal 


ISSl 


1S60 


WatTOD II. C. 


JournaliiC 


18SI 


18D7 


• WlnnorJ. 


llbrarlBD 


188! 


1888 


*AlcoUL.M. 


Buttkor 


1832 




AllmK.A. 




1H32 


1906 


Biird 11. M. 


protra»r 


183S 




■ B«nccoH H. H. 


{publlaher 


1832 


190T 


• CoDWsy M, 1). 


clergrmda 


18Sa 


isoe 






1832 


1898 


Psrrj W. 3. 


clergyman 


18SS 


ISOS 


T«lm«g«T. r. 


derg/man 


1882 






author 


1833 




Vincent J. H. 


clecgyman 


1832 




• White A. D. 


Pducstor 


1832 


1881 




pr later 


183.1 


18!t3 


• Bootb K. 


actor 


1883 


1870 


CImikel. 8. 


actor 


1838 


1906 


ClarktR.S. 




183S 


18116 


•DodfffJI. ,1. 


author 


1833 


1908 


Prake S. A. 


author 


1838 


1912 




( lawyer 


ISSS 


1899 


• iBKewll H. a. 


< lawyer 
\ lecturer 


183S 


1688 


Locke n, k. 


Journal iKt 


1833 


1903 


McCftdy E. 


lawyer 


1833 


1918 


l»Ii«r K. C. H. 


editor 



Place ot BIrtk 
Albuiy, H. T. 
Norwich. Conn. 
Concord, Mass. 
Blllngton. Conn. 



0l0T««TllIe, N. r. 
BrlcPa. 
Jolkt, III. 
Baltimore, Ud. 
Boitoo, Han. 
Germaiitowii, Pa. 
Btning, He. 
Fblladelphla, Pa. 



Stafford Co., Ta. 
Dudley, Haw. 
PcoTldenee, H. 1, 
Bound Brook, N. J. 

Ljoni. N. 1. 
TuscaloQsa, Ala. 
Homer. JJ,V. 
Mlddlctown, Conn. 
Bel Air, Ud. 



Boaton, Uaas. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 



1833 1908 
IBS! 19o: 



Hartford, Conn. 
Bainet,TL 
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Place of Death 

PhUactelphia, Pa. 
Norwich, Conn. 



San FranehKo, Cal. 
near Ansnsta, Ga. 



Hoibolrafl, N. J. 

Yuma, Arts. 

Sacramento, Cal. 
Cambridge, Ma«8. 

Concord, Mass. 



Dudley, Mass. 
Dubuque, la. 
Washington, D. C 
GalTeaton, Tex. 



Hartford, Conn. 
New York, N.Y. 
London, L!ngland. 



Wallingford, Pa. 

Dobb's Perry, N. Y. 
Toledo, O. 



New York, N.Y. 
SurUton, Eng. 



Father's 
Literary Relattvea Occupation 

manufturer 
clergyman 



professor 

clergyman 

banker 

r farmer 

\ manufturer 

farmer 

merchant 
teacher 



Brother, L. F. 
Ward, 1841 



Father, A. B. 
Alcott, 1799 

Father, 
B. Baird, 1798 



a 

•e 
fi? 

G.S. 
A.B. 
A.B. 
A.B. 
H.S. 
A.B. 
H.S. 
A.B. 

A.B. 
H.S. 
A.B.P. 

A.B. 
H.S. 



clergyman A.B. 



Father, S. 6. 

Dralie, 1798 
Father, W. H. 
Fumess, 1802 



farmer 

Judge 
merchant 

farmer 

merchant 
banker 

actor 



farmer 
book-eeller 



H.S.P. 

A.B. 
H.S.P. 
A.B. 
A.B.P. 

A.B.P. 

A.B. 

G.S. 

G.S. 

G.S. 

H.S. 
H.S. 



clergyman A.B. 
clergyman H.S.P. 



Brother, H. 
Stevens, 1819 



journalist 

lawyer 

physician 

f marble* 

J cutter 

( hotel-keeper 

lawyer 

{farmer 
inn-keeper 



G.S.P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 



A.B. 
A.B.P. 



« 

« 
;» 



IS 

o 



^ ^ 



P 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 



I 
I 



R.C. 
Cong. 



Pros. 
Cong. 

Prot. 



I M.E. 

W Unit. 
P 

I Pres. 



I 
I 



M.K. 



D.R. 



I M.E. 
I P.E. 



I 

7 




•> 

8 

5 
5 

8 



12 

9 
2 

10 



G.S.P. I M.B. 11 



I Prot. 



1 
5 



'+ 



5 
3 



12 



Cong. 7 7 

I 2+ 

I Unit. 4 2 

I Cong. 2-|- 

P M.E. 

8-}- 2 



+ 
+ 



+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 
+ 



+ 

+ 

4- 



+ 



11 



10 



+ 
+ 



I 

o 

2 

2 

4 



+ 1+ 



+ 



+ 
+ 

+ 

+ 
+ 

+ 

4- 



1+ 

1 

6 



2 
3 
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Born Died 

ISSS leil 
1833 
IB3S 
18S8 

1SS4 18TT 

18H 1890 

18S4 18W 

1884 1867 



Warr«D W. F. 
AdkDM B. 

• Alcer H. Jr. 
Aroald a. 

• Brown* C. F". 



ISM 
1834 
1SS4 



Clement C. S. 
(Mbboni J. 
Barm M. C. 



18S4 1002 • BtocktoD F. R. 
1834 VlaceatM. B. 

1886 Abbott L. 



ISSS 1»15 



laC. P. 



1886 
1886 
183S 
1886 
1836 
18SG 
1836 
1836 
1SS6 



IBU 



190S • Ad«nn C. E. 

1S03 Brooks P. 

[QIO • ClemeosB. L. 

1898 Z)llAlirr«H M. V. 

[890 Kdoi T. W. 

lEies Mmkm A. I. 

L908 MovitonL.C. 

1908 Nevoimb S. 
PIlH J. J. 

Spofford H. P. 
Stoddud W. O. 



1836 1908 Stone W. L. Jr. 

1836 ISOT Tllton T. 

1836 1»00 T7l«rM.C. 

1836 WUnnA.J.a. 





LUtraiy Fietd» 


Plaee of Birth 


actor 


act. dram. 


Ulrard. Fa. 


satbor 


pr- 


BIlBworth, He. 


■ctrcM 


a£t 


N«wYork,N.Y. 


{autbor 
actor 


enid. pub. 




act. 


Medfora, Maaa. 


elerKrman 


pr. 




autbor 


P- 


N*w YoPk. N. Y. 


humorist 


pr. 


WatM(orci,MB. 


f author 

\«lltor 






pop. 


StanlaKton, Conn. 




emd-pop. 


Si. LouU. Mo. 


cltTgjmta 


pub. 


Baltimore. Md. 




pr. 


Dororrt. N. T. 



J" profeuor 
\ librarian 

clers7man 

author 
/ editor 
( autbor 
/ clergyman 
|_ professor 

{clergyman 
editor 

profeaaor 
clergyman 



\ JoamallM 
jouraallat 
.tounwllat 



BrookfleUL. Mass. 
Nortbaeld, Uaaa. 
Dorchester Co., Ud. 
Mont rose, O. 
Phlladelpbia, Pa. 

Poiighkeepale, N. I. 
Roibory, U MS. 
Boston. Mass. 
Derby. Vt. 
Boston, Uaas. 
Florida, Ho. 
Qallipolla. O. 



IT New Orteans, IjB. 



Homer, N. Y. 
Naw York. N. Y, 
New York, H. T. 
Orlawold, Onnn. 
Colnmbos, Oa. 
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Place of Death 
West SwAuey, N. H. 

Boston, Mass. 



Philadelpliia, Pa. 
Natick, Mass. 
Strawberry Farms, N. J. 
Soutliamptoii, England. 



New York, N. T. 
Washington, D. C. 



Pasadena, Cal. 
Boston, Mass. 
Bedding, Oonn. 
Washington, D. C. 
New York, N. Y. 
Paris, France. 
Boston, Mass. 



Paris, France. 
Ithaca, N. Y. 

Mobile, Ala. 



Father*8 
Literary Relatives Occupation 

carpenter 

{prison- 
warden 
planter 
f Duilde)* 
\ farmer 

clergyman 

surveyor 
contractor 



Uncle, 
J. Hawes, 1789 



Brotuer, J. D. 
Stockton, 1836 



Father, J. 
Abbott, 1803 
Father, C. F. 
Adams, 1807 



Father, W. L. 
Stone, 1792 



o 

I 



H.S.P. 



A.B. 

A.B. 

G.S.P. 

G.S. 

A.B. 

H.S.P. 

A.B. 

H.S. 

G.S. 



clergyman A.B. 

A.B. 
A.B.P. 

H.S. 
clergyman A.B. 
clergyman A.B. 



{lawyer 
publicist 
farmer 
merchant 
merchant 



teacher 

farmer 
C himber- 
J merchant 
( lawyer 
f publisher 
\ book-seller 

journalist 



cotton- 
factor 



A.B. 

A.B. 
A.B. 
G.S. 
H.S. 
H.S. 

H.S. 
A.B. 
A.B. 

H.S. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 
A.B. 



K At 



I Cong. 

I M.B3. 

Unit. 

P 

I Cong. 

R.C. 
I P.E. 

I Unit. 



M.B. 



P Pres. 
I P.B. 
P 






12 
1 
6 



8+ 

4 



I Ooog. 5 



^+ 




6 



Jewish 2-|. 



I Pres. 10 



I Unit. 



6 



I Ba^. e 



Pret. 



4t 

I 



S 

a 

^ i 

+ H 

+ * 

+ 



+ 1 

± " 

+ 3 

+ 



4- 

+ 

» + 

+ 



2 

6 



ii.ap. I H.B. 



8 



+ 
+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 
+ 

+ 



4 
6 



^ 



8 
1 

6 

4 

2 
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Bam 


DM 


ffome 


OCOHfNltlOlt 


Literary Field* 


PlaesofBirtfc 


]sae 




Aldeu II. M. 


editor 


pr. 


ML Tabor, Vt 


1836 


1007 


• AldTicb T. B. 


author 


p. pr. 


Portwnooth, N. H. 


1S3« 




Del mar A. 




erud. ip»«. 


New York, N. Y. 


183« 


1867 




lawjer 


P- 


Philadelphia, Pa. 


lB3a 




Gladden W. 




VOV. 


Pott'iGrore, Pa. 


ISM 


leis 


• Larned J. N. 


librarian 


pop. 


Chatham. Ont. 


ISSS 




L««rl«A.H. 


clargrman 


pub. 


Scott, N. Y. 


1S3S 


1901 


N«well R. n. 


]ouniallit 


pr. 


New York, N. T. 


183S 


18ST 


O'Brien J. 






Buffalo, N. T. 


1834 




Piatt 8. .V. B. 




P- 


near Lexington, Kj. 


1886 


IMS 




BCtOt 




Annapolta, Hd. 


18SS 


1886 


st^''^^- {ST 


pop. 


Umn, N. I. 


1836 


1877 


Stockton J. D. 


loumallit 


dram. 


PhlladBlphIa, Pa. 


18M 


1894 


• TKaattT C. 




p. 




18U 








pr. 


New Hayen, Oonn. 


18«« 




VenaWe W, n. 


teacher 


p. 


nearw«yne«llle,0. 


1836 


1000 


Wbltmore W. H. 




erud. 


T>orcl>e<ter,Maaa. 


1S3S 




Winter W. 


author 


pr. naiT. p. 


Gloucester, Haoa. 


18ST 




Aldea W. L. 


Journallat 


pr. 




188T 


IWU 


BourlaoC J. Q. 


Journallat 




SMner. N. S. 


1837 


1899 


• Brlnton D. G. 


ethnolosfat 

snrseon 


cnid. 


Thomborr, Pa. 


1837 




• BnrrouKhd J. 


Di.turall>t 


narr. p. 


Bfl«bnrr.N.T. 


183T 


1880 






PC. 


8L lohD, N. B. 


1837 




DotwItM A. U. 




pr. 


New York, N. Y. 


1837 


1902 


' EralMton E. 




pr. pop. 


Veraj, Ind. 


1837 


1909 


Oilman A, 


educator 


pop. 


St. LouU, Uo. 


1837 


1808 


ealiej H. F. 




pr. 


New York, N. Y. 


1887 


1007 


Haji W. 8. 






lyiuIavilLe. Ky. 


1887 


IBOO 


Hlnad«l« B. A. 


eflncator 




Wadsworth, 0. 


1837 




•HowellaW.D. 


editor 

author 


pr. narr. p. 


Hartln-i Perry, O. 


1837 


180S 


• HM>d7 D. L. 


eTangeliit 


pub. pop. 


NorthOeld, M**a. 


1817 


1018 


MorgiQj. P. 


flnaoceer 


pat. 


Hartfonl, Conn. 


1837 


1911 


Pleraon A. T. 


elercrman 
author 


pop. 


New York, N. Y. 


1837 


IMS 


Eand E. A. 


tlergj""" 


pr. 


FortHDonth, N. H. 


1887 




WaltcarthJ.R. 




pr. 


Pblladelpbla, P«. 


1837 


1873 


Walworth M. T. 


aathor 


pr. 


AlbauT. N. Y. 


isas 




Adami B. 


educator 
hlatonan 


erud. 


Boat^n. ICao. 
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Place of Death 



Boston, H ass. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 



Westerly, R. i. 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Eyansrllle, Ind. 



BImfra, N. Y. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
Isles of ISRioals, N.- H. 



Boston, Mass. 



Atlantic City, N. J. 



Halifax, N. 8. 



Lake George, N. Y. 



Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Atlanta, Ga. 



Northfleld, Mass. 
Rome, Italy. 

Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Watertown, Mass. 



New York, N. Y. 



Literary Rtilativee 



Brother, F. B. 
Stockton, 1834 



Brother, G. C. 
Bggleston, 1839 



o 

.a* 

s 

Father's » 
Occupation Gq 

A.B. 
•f merchant H.S. 
goY't«officlal A.B.P. 

H.S. 
teacher 



farmer 
manurturer 



clergyman 



{Iight-<house 
keeper 

( surveyor 

\ farmer 
merchant 
ship-master 
professor 

farmer 
farmer 



lawyer 
business 



farmer 

Sprinter 
editor 
f brick-maker 
mason 



A.B. 

H.S. 

A.B. 

H.S. 

G.S. 

A.B.P. 

G.S. 

A.B. 
H.S. 
H.S.P. 

A.B. 

H.S.P. 
A.B. 
A.B. 
A.B. 

A.B. 

G.S.P. 

A.B. 

H.S. 



Grandfather, J. 
Plerpoat, 1785 



Father, C. F. 
Adams, 1807 



1 



banker 

{confidential 
clerk and 
saliesman 

educator 

Jurist 

{lawyer 
publicist 



A.B. 

G.8.P. 

G.8.P. 
A.B. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

H.S.P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 



IS 

«** 

p 
I 
I 



I 
I 



«> 
ft5 



H.F. 



Prot. 



S.D.B. 



3 



2+ 



M.K. 



H- 



I Unit. 5 

P 3 

I 

Friend 
I Bapt. 11 



A.B.P. P M.E. 4 

H.S. 
A.B. 



I Disc. 

I Swed. 

P Unit. 

W 



5 

9 

9 



Pres. 12 



I 
I 



4t 



Unit. 



T 

*+ 3+ 





1 


1 


1 


e 


s 


iX 


s 


+ 


:+ 


+ 


7 


+ 


4 


+ 


3 


+ 


6 


+ 




+ 
4- 


1+ 



+ 



+ 8+ 



+ 


8 


+ 

• 


I 
5 


+ 


2 


+ 


1 


+ 


4 


+ 
+ 


7 
3+ 


+ 


3 


+ 


3 


+ 


3 


+ 


4 


+ 


7 


+ 


5 


+ 




+ 


2+ 
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Bont 


Di«l 


Xaau 




lAtararv FitUf 


PUtea 01 Birth 


1838 


1891 


• Barrrtt L. 


«clor 


act. 


Paterrcn. N. 1. 


1888 


1876 


• Bllu P. P. 


Tonllat 


P- 


a«Mll«ldOo.,Pa. 


1B3B 


IftOl 


Cook J. 


leetutw 


PW. 


Tlconderoga, N Y. 


1S3S 


1872 


Crone A. M. 




pr. 


Baltimore, Md 


1838 


1899 


D«Tr A. 




dram. 


PljmooUi. N. C. 


1838 


1813 


• Dialer K. L. 


anthot 


erud. 


Baltimore, Md. 


1838 




Donntan B. C. 




p. 




1838 




Foitar T. T. 




pop. 


OaeldB Castle, N. Y. 


1838 


1906 


B.jJ. 


pobltdit 


p. narr. enid. 


Salem. lad. 


1838 








P- 


Hennlker, N. H. 


1888 


1888 


•HobB. P. 


fcleriymwi 
\ Kuthor 
editor 


pr. 


lUm Wliidaor, N. Y. 


1838 


1912 


Soniwhrr-lf.a. 


pop, p. 


KewRocbelle,N.Y. 


18SS 


1902 


Bcudder H. B. 


■utbor 


pop. pr. 


BoBton, Maaa. 


1S38 




Sii>lth F. H. 


engineer 


pr. oarr. 




1838 


190S 


• Tourge* A. W. 


iurlBt 


pub. pr. 




1S38 




TowDMDd L. T. 


1 cteiwman 
i«U.or 

edlto.- 


pop. 


Orono, He. 


1839 


I90B 


BaKervDrtb H. 


UTT. pop. pr. 


Warren, &. I. 


1889 




CampbtU B. a. 


■othor 


pop. narr. pr. 


Lockport, N. y. 


1839 


1914 


D« Leon T. C. 


Journaltat 


pr. flnwo. 


Camden. 8. C. 


1889 




• DenlaoD 0. T. 


tawyec 


enid. 


Toronto, Ont 


1839 


1911 


BggletWnG.C. 


Jonraallat 


pr. 


TeYay, Ind. 


1839 


1912 


rank I. E. 


publl^er 


Ilb.«nid 


OlUton. 0. 


1839 


1897 


*G«orgeH. 


JourDallet 


PQb. >p«. 


Pblladelpbia, P«. 


1S39 


1902 


•HacteP.B. 


Journuuit 


pr. p. 


Albany. N. Y. 


1839 




HcrneJ.A. 




dram. 


W««t Tpoj, N. Y. 


1839 


189S 


M«ro F. 




act. 


Boaton, Uaai. 


183B 


1908 


BlDdaJl J. R. 


JourDillit 


P- 






I8B8 


Rran A. J. 


clerB7D«il 


P- 


Norfolk, Va. 


183B 


1898 


WUIivdF.B. 


rdormer 


pop. 


ChorchTille, N. Y. 


1840 


1904 


Ch«dwlclJ.W. 


clernrman 


p. pop. 


Harblehead. Mass. 


1840 




CoiP. 


{autliot 


p.pr. 


Ortmby. P. Q. 


1840 


1906 


CorttDj. 


J pbllolocM 
\lotbDr 
■cWr 


pop. erud. 


MIliTMkee. Wis. 


1840 


1808 


EaKleaan T. R. 


act. 


New York, N. Y. 


1840 




ElUi E. S. 


autbor 


pr.pop. 


Oenera. O. 


i»4a 




HoltH. 


inibliiber 


iib. pop. 




1840 






editor 


pop. 




1840 


1891 


Uuder F. 0. 


actor 


dram. 


New York, N. Y. 


1840 


1914 


• Mabau A. T. 


naTaloOcec 


emd. 


WMt Point, N. Y. 


1840 




Uill«rj. R. 


cierBjmaD 


pop. 


Frankrott Sprlnffc Pa. 


1840 




UotmJ.T. 


Uwyw 


«iDd. 


Boaton, Uaa& 
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Place of Death 

New York, N. Y. 
near Aahtabula, O. 

Stuttgart, Germany. 
Paris, France. 
Baltimore, Md. 



Cornwall, N. Y. 



Cambridge, Mass. 



Liferwif Beiativee 



Brotiier, I. 
Donnelly, 1S31 



MoUle, Ala. 

New York, N. Y. 

New York. N. Y. 
Camberley, England. 

near Grand Island, Neb. 
Augusta, Ga. 
LouiSYiUe, Ey. 
New York, N. Y. 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 



Brother, B. 
Delison, 1818 

Brother, B. 
Bggleston, 1837 



Father's 
9 Occupation 


1^ 









1 


:q 


1 


mechanic 


G.S.P. 


p 












farmer 
fanner 


H.S.P. 
A.B. 
H.S.P. 
H.S.P. 


p 


Prot. 


2+ 
2 


I 


+ 
+ 


5 


physician 


A.B.P. 




R.C. 


5 




+ 


10 


physician 


A.B.P. 




R.C. 


4 








physician 


A.B.P. 

A.B. 

A.B.P. 




Prot. 






+ 
+ 


1+ 




A.B.P. 




Pres, 


6 


5 


+ 


3+ 

4 


merchant 


A.B. 




Cong. 


5 




+ 

+ 
+ 
+ 


2+ 


fanner 


A.B. 










3+ 


mechanic 


A.B. 
A.B.P. 


p 


M.B. 


2 




4- 


3 


lawyer 


A.B.P. 




P.E. 


3 




+ 


1 


physician 


A.B. 




P.E. 


6 


3 






lawyer 


A.B. 






2+ 


1 






lawyer 


A.B. 


p 


M.E. 


4 




+ 


4 




A.B. 




Luth. 






+ 


3 


f publisher 
\ goy't-ofBdal 


H.S.P. 




P.B. 


10 


2 


1 

+ 


4 


professor 


G.S. 
G.S. 
G.S. 
A.B. 
H.S. 




R.C. 






+ 
+ 

+ 


4 
3 


farmer 


A.B. 


I 


Prot. 


5 


4 






mariner 


A.B.A'. 










-I. 





New Brighton, N. Y. 



New York, N. Y. 
Waahingtoo, D. C. 
PhiladelpbU, Pa. 



farmer 



Journalist 
brick-maker 

j proYisioB- 

\canner 
teacher 

professor 

professor 

farmer 



H.S. 
A.B. 

A.B.P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 

H.S.P. 

A.B. 

A.B. 
A.B. 



I P.E. 

P 

I M.E. 

W Pres. 

I Pres. 



I 
I 



P.B. 
Pres. 



5 



7 
9 

6 

10 



+ * 
+ * 



+ 

+ 
+ 



3 

3 

2 
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Bon* Died .Vame 
1S40 1900 • RIdpath J. C. 

1S40 looe • Banker I- O. 



IMtTOr^ Field! 



CTangclUt 



IHO 
18*0 
IMO 


1910 


BmithM.F.W. 
WalootC.M.Jr. 


aathoT 
profeMor 


act. 


Attica. N. T. 
Boiton.Uaa«. 


lew 


1897 


•Walker P. A. 


f eooDomUt 
\«dacator 

t archeoloElat 

\ clerErm" 

Btatiatlcan 


tptc. erod. ih>i>. 


Boaton,MaM. 


IMO 
18*0 




Watteraon H. 
Wlniktw W. C. 


pnb. 
etna. 


Waablngtan, D. C. 
BoBton. Mas*. 


18*0 


1900 


WrlBht c. D. 


imp. ernd. 


DunbartoD, N. H. 


1S*0 


1908 


WTtgMJ.U. 


autbor 


pop.pr. 


OtweKO. N. Y. 


18*0 
18*1 


189* 


BaJICT J. M. 
Baldwin J. 


Jvarasllat 
{editor 


pr. 
p*p. 


Albany. N. T. 
Wettfleld, Ind. 


18*1 




Bolton 8. K. 




pop. 


F^rmlniton, Conn 


18*1 


IBIS 


BrIiES C. A. 


( eleruniao 
\ teacber 
■etor 

clergyman 

jounmllit 

clerRrinan 

educator 
editor 


erud. 


New York, N. Y. 


18*1 
IS41 
18*1 

1841 
18*1 
18*1 
IMI 
1841 


1801 
1906 

1913 
1898 

1S8T 


QIaaler W. 
MacArthnrE. 8. 
Uartm W. C. 
• Miller C. H. 
Fool M. L. 
BeTage U. J. 
Sill B. B. 


Mt. 

pop. 
ernd. 
p. pr. 
pr. 
pop. 

erud. 


St. Lonls, Uo. 
Fowler. N. T. 
DBleSTllle.P. Q. 
New York. N. Y. 
Liberty. Ind. 

NorrldsewMli, Me, 
Wlndaor. Conn. 
Augnsta. He. 


1841 


1803 


TowleG. M. 


{^^:^ 


pop. 


Waablngton. D. C. 


1S41 


1013 


• Ward L. F. 


rileootolo^Bt 


spec. erud. 


JoUet. III. 


18*2 
1842 
1843 


1911 


Abbej H. 
• AUen I. U. 
Batcmon K. J. 


banker 
aetreM 


p. 
pr. 
act. 


Rondout. K. Y. 
New Yorii, N. T. 
Baltimore, Md. 
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APPENDIX C 

Conjugal condition of men of letters, classified by period of birth, and by median 
number of children born to them.^ 



Men 



Women 



?^ 

ft, o" 
Before 1771 
1771-80 
1781-90 
1791-1800 
1801-10 
1811-20 
1821-30 
18ai-40 
1841-50 

Total 



1 

56 
28 
29 
62 
65 
91 
83 
88 
82 
584 



S5 
1 
2 
3 
4 
4 
6 
1 
8 
5 
34 



8 
3 
12 
30 
41 
58 
33 
35 
21 
241 
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IS 

2 



33 
26 
26 
29 
45 
82 






7.25 
7.66 
6.33 
4.56 
5.50 
5.21 
4.56 
4.14 
3.40 



Appendix C is given as being of interest, though it does not bear directly on 
the thesis. It is worthy of note that there was apparently an increasing tendency 
on the part of literary women to remain single, a tendency not manifest on the 
part of men. 

The number of children born to literary persons appears to have been declining 
no faster than the number of children bom to persons forming part of the general 
population, so that there seems to be no reason for believing that the literary stock 
of the nation has been dying out. 



1 Tbe median Is the middle number of a seriefi^ ranked according to size. It is used here Instead 
of the average because in some cases the exact number of children could not be ascertained, and 
exact numbers are necessary for cakula/ting an average. It was known, however, on whicb side 
of the median the number of children in any given family lay, so that that number could be used Id 
determining a median. 

2 Of those whose conjugal condition was ascertained. 

s Not given when, because very few persons are concerned, the ratio would be spuriously accurate 
and therefore misleading. 
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APPENDIX D 

ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEN OF LETTERS WITH DATE OF BIRTH 

:>graphical facts in regard to any litterateur may be found in Appendix B, 
e the literati are classified by year of birth. 



H.1842 

B.1819 

J. 8. C. 1805 

C. C. 1843 

J. 1803 

L. 1835 
(B. 1848 
I C. P. 1807 
I C. F. 1833 

C. K. 1835 

EL 1834 

F. 0. 1824 

H. 1755 

H. 1838 

H. B. 1850 

J. 1735 

J. Q. 1767 

N. 1806 

W. T. 1822 
A. B. 1799 
L. M. 1832 
W. A. 1798 
H. M. 1836 
L M. 1842 
J. 1807 
W, L. 1837 
1 T. B. 1836 
ge 1. 1808 
ider A. 1772 
d«r J. W. 1804 
ider J. A. 1809 
3.1834 
L A. 1832 
}. 1848 
r. H. 1820 
r. L. 1849 
V. 1784 
le 8. A. 1816 
I W. 1779 

i6s] 



Alflop R. 1761 
Ames F. 1758 
Anderson J. J. 1821 
Anderson B. B. 1846 
Andrews E. B. 1844 
Andrews B. A. 1787 
An«rell G. T. 1823 
Aathon C. 1797 
Appleton D. 1785 
Arnold 0. 1834 
Arthur T. 8. 1809 
Atkinson E. 1827 
Aurlnger O. C. 1849 
Austin J. G. 1831 
Avery E. M. 1844 
Backus 1. 1724 
Badeau A. 1831 
Bailey J. M. 1841 
Bailey R. W. 1793 
Baird C. W. 1828 
Baird H. M. 1832 
Baird R. 1798 
Baker A. R. 1805 
BakerH. N. W. 1815 
Baker W. M. 1825 
Baldwin J. 1841 
Ballon H. 1771 
Ballou M. M. 1820 
Bancroft A. 1755 
Bancroft G. 1800 
Bancroft H. H. 1832 
Bangs N. 1778 
Barber J. W. 1798 
Barlow J. 1754 
Barnard H. 1811 
Barnes A. 1798 
Barnes A. 8. 1817 
Barnect B. F. 1808 
Barrett L. 1838 



Barrow F. B. 1822 
Barrows W. 1815 
Bartlett J. 1820 
Bartlett J. R. 1805 
Bartram J. 1739 
Bartol C. A. 1813 
Bascom J. 1827 
Bateman K. J. 1842 
Bates A. 1850 
Bates 8. P. 1827 
Baxter J. P. 1831 
Baylor P. C. 1845 
Beardsley E. E. 1808 
Bedell G. T. 1793 
Beeoher H. W. 1813 
Beecber L. 1775 
Beers E. E. 1827 
Beers H. A. 1847 
Beiknap J. 1744 
Bellamy E. 1850 
Bellamy J. 1719 
Benedict D. 1779 
Bennett D. R. M. 1818 
Bennett E. 1822 
Benton T. H. 1782 
Bigelow J. 1817 
Bingham C. 1757 
Bird R. M. 1803 
Blrney J. G. 1792 
Bishop W. H. 1847 
Blackburn W. M. 1828 
Blake J. L. 1788 
Blake W. R. 1805 
Bliss P. P. 1838 
Boardman H. A. 1808 
Boker G. H. 1823 
Bolles A. 8. 1845 
Bolton 8. K. 1841 
Booth B. 1833 



Booth M. L. 1831 
Botta A. C. L. 1820 
Bourinot J. G. 1837 
Bowditoh N. 1773 
Bowen F. 1811 
Bowers B. C. 1830 
Bowker R. B. 1848 
Bowles 8. 1826 
Bowne B. P. 1847 
Brace C. L>. 1826 
Bradley W. 1. 1847 
Brainard J. G. C. 1796 
Brlggs C. A. 1841 
Brinton D. G. 1837 
Bristed C. A. 1820 
Brooke tt L. P. 1820 
Brodhead J. R. 1814 
Brooks C. T. 1813 
Brooks E. 1831 
Brooks E. 8. 1846 
Brooks M. G. 1795 
Brooks N. C. 1819 
Brooks N. 1830 
Brooks P. 1835 
Brown C. B. 1771 
Brown G. 1791 
Browne C. F. 1834 
Browne W. H. 1828 
Brownell H. H. 1820 
Brownson O. A. 1803 
Bryant W. C. 1794 
Buckminster J. 1751 
Buel J. W. 1849 
Bulfinch T. 1796 
Bunce O. B. 1828 
Burnap G. W. 1802 
Burr E. F. 1818 
Burritt B. 1810 
Burroughs J. 1837 
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Burton W. 1800 
Bush G. 1796 
BushneH H. 1802 
Butter W. A. 1825 
Butterworth H. 1837 
Bynner B. L. 1842 
cable G. W. 1844 
Calhoun J. C. 1782 
Calkins N. A. 1822 
Callender J. 1706 
Calvert G. H. 1803 
Campbell B. 1843 
Campbell H. S. 1839 
Carey H. C. 1793 
Carleton W. 184& 
Cartwright P. 1786 
Carver J. 1732 
Cary A. 1820 
Cary P. 1824 
Cathierwood M. H. 1847 
CaUin G. 1796 
Chadwick J. W. 1840 
Chambers J. 1850 
Champlin J. D. 1834 
Champney E. W. 1850 
Chandler B. M. 1807 
Channing W. E. 1780 
Channing W. B. 1818 
Chapin B. H. 1814 
Checkley J. 1680 
Cheever Q. B. 1807 
Cheney J. V. 1821 
Chester J. L. 1821 
Child F. J. 1825 
Child L. M. 1802 
Childs G. W. 1829 
Choate B. 1799 
Clark G. W. 1831 
Clark J. A. 1801 
Clark J. B. 1847 
Clark L. G. 1810 
Clark T. 1787 
Clarke J. P. 1810 
Clarke J. S. 1833 
Clarke M. 1798 
Clarke B. S. 1833 
Clay H. 1777 
Clemens S. L. 1835 
Clement C. B. 1834 
Cleveland C. D. 1802 
Codman J. 1814 
ColBn C. C. 1823 
Coggeswell J. G. 1786 
Coles A. 1813 
Colton C. 1789 



Colton W. 1797 
Colwell S. 1800 
Comly J. 1774 
Comstock J. L. 1789 
Conant H. O. C. 1809 
Conant T. J. 1802 
Conrad B. T. 1810 
Conway M. D. 1832 
Cook J. 1838 
Cooke G. W. 1848 
Cooke J. B. 1830 
Cooke, J. P. 1827 
Cooke P. P. 1816 
Cooper J. P. 1789 
Cooper P. 1791 
Cooper S. P. 1813 
Copp4e H. 1821 
Corson H. 1828 
Coues E. 1842 
Cox P. 1840 
Cox S. S. 1824 
Coxe A. C. 1818 
Coxe T. 1765 
Cozasens P. S. 1818 
Crabtree C. 1847 
Crafts W. P. 1850 
Cranch C. P. 1813 
Crane A. M. 1838 
Crane W. H. 1845 
Crosby H. 1826 
Croasier J. B. 1849 
Cummins M. S. 1827 
Curtin J. 1840 
CupUfiG.T. 1812 
Curtis G. W. 1824 
Curtis W. B. 1850 
Cushing L. S. 1803 
Ouahman C. S. 1816 
Cuyler T. L. 1822 
Dabney B. L. 1820 
Dahlgren M. V. 1835 
Daly A. 1838 
Daly C. P. 1816 
Dana C. A. 1819 
Dana J. D. 1813 
Dana B. H. 1787 
Dana B. H. Jr. 1815 
Darley F. O. C. 1822 
Davenport B. L. 1814 
Davidson L. M. 1808 
Davidson M. M. 1823 
Davis B. B. H. 1831 
Dawson J. W. 1820 
Day H. N. 1808 
Deane C. 1813 



Deems C. P. 1820 
De Forest J. W. 1826 
De Kay C. 1848 
De Leon B. 1818 
De Leon T. C. 1839 
Delmar A. 1836 
De Mille J. 1887 
Denison M. A. 1826 
Denison G. T. 1839 
Dennle J. 1768 
de Pcyster J. W. 1821 
Dewey 0. 1794 
Dexter H. M. 1821 
Diaz A. M. 1821 
Dickinson A. E. 1842 
Dickinson E. B. 1830 
Dickinson J. 1732 
Dickinson J. 1688 
Didier E. L. 1838 
Ditson G. L. 1812 
Dix D. L. 1802 
Dix J. A. 1798 
Dix M. 1827 
Dodge M. A. 1833 
Dodge M.M. 1831 
Dodge T. A. 1842 
Donnelly E. C. 1838 
Donnelly 1. 1831 
Dorgan J. A. 1836 
Dorr J. S. C. 1825 
Dorsey A. H. 1815 
Douglas A. M. 1837 
Douglas 8. A. 1813 
Douglass P. 1817 
Downing A. J. 1815 
Dowse T. 1772 
Drake P. S. 1828 
Drake J. B. 1795 
Drake S. A. 1833 
Drake S. G. 1798 
Drlsler H. 1818 
Duch€ J. 1737 
Duganne A. J. H. 1823 
Dunlap W. 1766 
Durant H. T. 1822 
Durbin J. P. 1800 
Durrie D. S. 1819 
Duyckink B. A. 1816 
Dwight B. W. 1816 
Dwigiit T. 1752 
Bagleson T. B. 1840 
Eastman C. G. 1816 
Eaton C. H. 1813 
Eaton D. B. 1823 
Eddy D. C. 182» 



Eddy M. B. G. 1827 
Bdwards J. 1703 
Edwards J. 1787 
Edwards T. 1809 
Eggleston E. 1837 
Bggleston G. C. 1839 
Egle W. H. 1830 
Eliot S. 1821 
Eliot W. G. 1811 
Ellet B. P. 1818 
Ellis E. 8. 1840 
Ellis G. E. 1814 
Embury E. C. 1806 
Emerson B. W. 1803 
Emmet J. K. 1841 
I&mmons N. 1745 
English T. D. 1819 
Everett A. H. 1790 
Everett E. 1794 
Farmer J. 1789 
Fawcett E. 1847 
Pay T. 8. 1807 
Felt J. B. 1789 
Pelton C. C. 1807 
Fessenden T. G. 1771 
Field E. 1850 
Field H. M. 1822 
Fields J. T. 1816 
Filson J. 1747 
Finley M. 1828 
B^nney C. G. 1792 
Fish H. C. 182a 
Fisher G. P. 1827 
Fiske J. 1842 
Flagg E. 1815 
Flint T. 1780 
Florence W. J. 1831 
Fletcher J. C. 1825 
Force P. 1790 
Forrest E. 1806 
Posdick C. A. 1842 
Foster J. W. 1815 
Foster 8. C. 1826 
Foster T. T. 1838 
Fowler L. N. 1811 
Fowler O. 8. 1809 
Franklin B. 1706 
French A. 1850 
French B. P. 1799 
Frcneau P. 176Gi 
Frost J. 1800 
Frothingham O. B. 1822 
Frothingham B. 1812 
Funk I. K. 1839 
Furness H. H. 1833 
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Farness W. H. 1802 
Oallaglier W. D. 1808 
Uardiner F. 1822 
OarrlBon W. L. 1805 
Gay 8. EL 1814 
Qtyarr^ C. B. A. 1805 
Qtyler C. 1820 
Qeorse H. 18<^ 
Ollibons J. 1834 
QilbeK J. G. 1810 
Gilder B. W. 1844 
GUM C. 18ia 
GUman A. 1837 
Gilman C. H. 1704 
Glbnan D. C. 1831 
QUnmi N. P. 1849 
GUmore J. R. 1822 
Gladden W. 1886 
Glasler W. 1841 
Godwin P. 18I6 
Goodrich Charles A. 

1790 
Goodrich Channcy A. 

1790 
Goodrich S. G. 1793 
Goodwin W. W. 1831 
Gordon T. F. 1787 
GordonW. B. 1811 
GoaldA.A.1805 
Uoold H. F. 1789 
GonldingF.R. 1810 
Grady H. W. IWO 
Grant U.S. 1822 
Grarea J. B. 1820 
Gray Alonxo 1808 
WTBj Aaa 1810 
Graydon A. 1752 
Graeley H. 1811 
Green J. 1706 
Greene G. W. 1811 
Griffla W. B. 1843 
Grlawold B. W. 1815 
Hahberton J. 1842 
Hackett J. H. 1800 
Hale B.B. 1822 
Hale S. 1787 
Hale S. J. 1788 
HallbnrtonT. C. 1796 
Hall F. 1825 
Hall J. 1793 
Hall S. 1761 
Haltock F. G. 1790 
HaUock W. A. 1794 
HaUwy H. P. 1837 
Hammond E. P. 1831 



Hardy A. S. 1847 
Harknesa A. 1822 
Harper F. 1806 
Harper J. 1795 
Harris J. C. 1848 
Harris M. C. 1834 
Harris T. M. 1768 
Harrison C. C. 1846 
Harrison J. A. 1848 
Hart J. S. 1810 
Harte F. B. 1839 
Haven A. B. 1828 
Hawes J. 1789 
Haws F. L. 1798 
Hawthorne J. 1846 
Hawthorne N. 1804 
Hay J. 1838 
Hayne P. H. 1830 
Hayne R. Y. 1791 
Hays W. S. 1837 
Hasard R. G. 1801 
Hazard S. 1784 
Headley J. T. 1813 
Headley P. C. 1819 
Heath D. C. 1843 
Hedge F. H. 1805 
Helper H. R. 1829 
Henry P. 1736 
HentK C. L. 1800 
Heme J. A. 1839 
Hickok L. P. 1798 
Higginson T. W. 1823 
Hlldreth B. 180< 
HIU D. J. 1850 
Hill T. 1818 
Hill W. H. 1822 
Hillard G. S. 1808 
UiUhouse J. A. 1789 
HinsdaleB. A. 1837 
Hirst H. B. 1813 
Hitchcock E. 1793 
Hobart J. H. 1775 
Hodge A. A. 1823 
Hodge C. 1797 
Hoffman C. F. 180C 
Holland h. M. 1848 
Holland J. Q. 1819 
Holley M. 1844 
Holmes A. 1763 
Holmes M. J. 1834 
Holmes O. W. 1809 
Holt H. 1840 
Hooper L. 1816 
Hope J. B. 1827 
Hopkins M. 1802 



Hopkins S. 1721 
Hopkins 8. 1807 
Hopklnson F. 1737 
Hopkinaon J. 1770 
Hoppin J. M. 1820 
Horton S. D. 1844 
Hosmer J. K. 1834 
Hosmer W. H. C. 1814 
Hough F. B. 1820 
Houghton H. 0. 1823 
Hovey A. 1820 
Howard B. W. 1847 
Howard B. 1842 
Howe H. 1816 
Howe J. B. 1813 
Howe J. W. 1819 
Howella W. D. 1837 
Hoyt B. 1806 
Hubbell M. 8. 1814 
Hudson H. N. 1814 
Humphreys D. 1752 
Huntington F. D. 1819 
Hurst J. F. 1834 
Hutchins T. 1730 
Hutchinson T. 1711 
Hutton L. 1843 
Ingersoll B. G. 1833 
Ingraham J. H. 1809 
Trying J. T. 1812 
Irving T. 1809 
Irving W. 1783 
Ja>ckson H. H. 1831 
James H. 1811 
James H. 1843 
James W. 1842 
Janney 8. M. 1801 
Jarves J. J. 1818 
Jarvis S. F. 1786 
Jay J. 1817 
Jay W. 1789 
Jefferson J. 1829 
Jefferson T. 1743 
Jenkins J. 8. 1818 
Jenks W. 1778 
Jewett C. C. 1816 
Jewett 8. 0. 1849 
Johnson R. 1840 
Johnaon V. W. 1849 
Johnston B. M. 1822 
Jones C. C. 1831 
Jones J. 8. 1811 
Judd 8. 1813 
Judson E. C. 1817 
Judson B. Z. C. 1822 
Kaler J. 0. 1848 



Kane E. K. 1820 
Kellogg E. 1813 
Kendall G. W. 1807 
Kennan G. 1845 
Kennedy J. P. 1795 
Kent J. 1763 
Key F. 8. 1780 
Kidder D. P. 1815 
Kimball B. B. 1816 
King C. 1844 
KdngT. 8. 1824 
Kip L. 1826 
Kip W. 1. 1811 
Kirk E. W. 0. 1842 
Kirk J. F. 1824 
Kirkland C. M. 8. 1801 
Klrkland J. 1830 
Knapp 8. L. 1783 
Knox T. W. 1835 
Ladd G. T. 1842 
Iiamb M. J. R. N. 1829 
I>anier 8. 1842 
Lanman C. 1819 
Larcom L. 1824 
Larned J. N. 1836 
Laughlin J. L. 1850 
Lazarus B. 1849 
Lea H. C. 1825 
Learned W. 1847 
Lee H. F. 1780 
Leland C. Q. 1824 
Lennox C. 1720 
Lenox J. 1800 
Leslie E. 1787 
Lester C. B. 1815 
Lewis A. 1794 
Lewis A. H. 1836 
Lewis C. B. 1842 
Lewis B. A. B. B. 1824 
Lewds T. 1802 
Lincoln A. 1809 
Lipplncott J. B. 1816 
Lippincott 8. J. 1823 
Lliiiell E. 1797 
Lloyd H. D. 1847 
Ix>cke D. B. ^833 
Lodge H. C. 1850 
Logan C. A. 1806 
Longfellow H. W. 1807 
Longfellow 8. 1819 
Lord J. 1809 
Lossing B. J. 1813 
Lothrop H. M. 1844 
Lowell J. R. 1819 
Lowell J. 1769 
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liow^ll J. 1709 
Lunt 6. 1803 
Lynch W. P. i801 
Lyon M. 1797 
Mable H. W. 1846 
MacArthuT R.S. 1841 
McCabe J. D. 1842 
McClure A. K. 1828 
McCrady B. 183S 
liAClWalne C. P. 1799 
Macintosh M. J. 1803 
Mackare J. S. 1842 
MncKellar T. 1812 
Mackenzie A. 8. 1803 
McLellan 1. 180e 
Madteon J. 1751 
Maeder F. G. 1840 
Mahan A. H. 1840 
Mahan A. 1799 
Malcom H. 1790 
Mann H. 1796 
Marden O. S. 1848 
Bforsh G. P. 1801 
Marsh J. 1788 
Marahall J. liuo 
Max tyn S. T. 1805 
Martyn W. C. 1841 
Mason J. M. 1770 
Mather C. 1663 
Mather 1. 1630 
Mathews C. 1817 
Mathews J. H. 1849 
Mathews W. 1818 
Blayo F. 1839 
Mayo W. S. 1812 
Mead E. D. 1849 
M?eIIen G. 1799 
MelYille H. 1819 
Menken A. 1. 1835 
Merrill F. T. 1848 
Miller C. H. 1841 
MUler E. C. H. 1833 
Miller H. M. 1831 
Miller J. R. 1840 
Mi*lerL.1829 
Miller S. 1769 
Mitchell D. G. 1822 
Mitchell J. A. 1845 
Mitchell S. A. 1792 
Mitchell S. W. 1829 
Moody D. L. 1837 
Moore C. J. 1824 
Moore F. 1828 
Morgan J. A. 1845 
Morgan J. P. 1837 



Morgan L. H. 1818 
Morris C. 1883 
Morris C. 1847 
Morris G. P. 1802 
Morris J. G. 1803 
Morse J. 1761 
Morse J. T. 1840 
Morse S. E. 1794 
Motley J. L. 1814 
Moulton L. C. 1835 
Munroe K. 1850 
Murdoch J. E. 1812 
Murf ree M. N. 1850 
Murray L. 1745 
Neal J. 1703 
Neal J. C. 1807 
Neill E. D. 1823 
Newcomb H. 1803 
Newcomib S. 1835 
Newell R. H. 1836 
Nlles H. 1777 
Noble A. L. 1844 
Norton A. 1786 
Norton C. B. 1827 
Norton J. N. 1820 
Nott C. C. 1827 
Noyes G. R. 1798 
Nye J. W. 1850 
Ober F. A. 1849 
O'Brien J. 1836 
O'Hara T. 1820 
Olmsted D. 1791 
Ohnsted F. L. 1822 
Olney J. 1798 
Osgood F. 8. 1811 
Oamun T. B. 1834 
Ossoli M. 8. F. 1810 
Otis J. 1726 
Owen J. J. 1803 
Packard F. A. 1794 
Palfrey J. G. 1796 
Palmer R. 1808 
Parker R. Q. 1798 
Parker T. 1810 
Parkman F. 1823 
Parsons T. W. 1819 
Parton 8. P. W. 1811 
Paulding J. K. 1779 
Payne J. H. 1792 
Payson E. 1783 
Peabody A. P. 1811 
Peabody G. 1795 
Peabody W. B. 0. 1799 
Peloubet F. N. 1831 
Pendleton J. M. 1811 



Perclval J. G. 1795 
Perry A. L. 1830 
Perry N. 1832 
Perry W. 8. 1832 
Peterson C. J. 1818 
Pettingill J. H. 1815 
Phelps A. H. 1793 
Phelps A. 1820 
Phelps E. 8. 1815 
Phillips W. 1811 
riatt J. J. 1835 
Piatt 8. M. B. 1836 
Pickering J. 1777 
l^erpont J. 1785 
Plerson A. T. 1837 
Pike A. 1809 
Pike M. H. G. 1825 
Pike Z. M. 1779 
Placide H. 1799 
Poe B. A. 1809 
Pollard E. A. 1828 
Pool M. L. 1841 
Poole W. F. 1821 
Poole B. P. 1820 
Pope W. B. 1822 
Porter E. 1772 
Porter N. 1811 
Porter R. 1845 
Potter A. 1830 
Prentiss E. P. 1818 
Prentiss 8. 8. 1808 
Prescott W. H. 1706 
Preston M. J. 1820 
Prime 8. 1. 1812 
Prince T. 1687 
Proctor E. D. 1838 
Proctor J. 1816 
Putnam G. P. 1814 
Quackenbos G. P. 1826 
Quincy J. 1772 
Ramsay D. 1749 
Rand B. A. 1837 
Randall J. R. 1839 
Randolph J. 1773 
Rankin J. E. 1828 
Raymond H. J. 1820 
Read H. 1802 
Read T. B. 1822 
Redway J. W. 1849 
Reed H. 1808 
Remsen 1. 1846 
Rexford E. E. 1848 
Rhodes J. F. 1848 
Rdce E. W. 1881 
Rich 0. 1777 



Richards L. E. 1850 
Richardson J. 1707 
Ridpaxh J. C. 1840 
Ripley G. 1808 
Robinson E. 1704 
Robinson 8. T. D. 1827 
Robson 8. 1836 
Roe A. 8. 1798 
Roe B. P. 1838 
Rohlfs A. K. G. 1845 
RolfeW. J. 1827 
Root G. F. 1820 
Rupp I. D. 1 803 
Rush R. 1780 
Russell W. C. 1844 
Ryan A. J. 1839 
8abine L. 1803 
Sanders C. W. 1805 
Sangster M. E. 1838 
8ankey I. D. 1840 
Sargent E. 1813 
8argent L. M. 1786 
8aya«pe J. 1784 
Sayage M. J. 1841 
Savage R. H. 1846 
Sawyer L. A. 1807 
Saxe J. G. 1816 
Soharf J.T. 1843 
Schmucker 8. 8. 1790 
Schoolcraft H. R. 1703 
Scribner C. 1821 
Scudder H. B. 1838 
Sears B. H. 1810 
Sears R. 1810 
Sedgwick C. M. 1780 
Seiss J. A. 1823 
bemmes R. 1800 
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in t&je Cits at %zva( '^xt 

The University includes the following? : 

Columbia College, founded in 1754, and Barnard College, founded in 
1889, offering to men and women, respectively, programmes of study 
which may be begun either in September or February and which lead 
normally in from three to four years to the degrees of Bachelor of Arts 
and Bachelor of Science. The programme of study in Columbia College 
makes it possible for a well qualified student to satisfy the requirements 
for both the bachelor's degree in arts or science and a professional degree 
in law, medicine, technology or education in six, five and a half, or five 
years as the case may be. 

The Faculties of Political Science, Philosophy and Pure Science, 
offering advanced programmes of study and investigation leading to the 
degrees of Master of Arts and Doctor of Philosophy. 

The professional schools of 
Law, established in 1858, offering courses of three years leading to the 

degree of Bachelor of Laws. 
Medicine. The College of Physicians and Surgeons, established in 1807, 
offering four-year courses leading to the degree of Doctor of Medi- 
cine. 
Mines, founded in 1863, offering courses of three years leading to degrees 

in Mining, Engineering and in Metallurgy. 
Chemistry and Engineering, seta])art from School of Mines in 1896, offer- 
ing three-year courses leading to degrees in Chemistry and in Civil, 
Electrical, Mechanical and Chemical Engineering. 
Teachers College, founded in 1888, offering in its School of Education 
courses in the history and philosophy of education and the theory 
and practice of teaching, leading to appropriate diplomas and the 
degree of Bachelor of Science in Education ; and in its School of 
Practical Arts founded in 1912, courses in household and industrial 
arts, fine arts, music, and physical training leading to the degree of 
Bachelor of Science in Practical Arts. All the courses in Teachers 
College are open to men and women. 
Architecture, offering a programme of indeterminate length leading to a 

certificate or a degree in Architecture. 
Journalism, founded in 1912, offering a four-year course in Journalism 

leading to the degree of Bachelor of Literature. 
Business, founded in 1916, oflfering two and three year courses in business 

training leading to appropriate degrees. 
Pharmacy. The New York College of Pharmacy, founded in 1831, offer- 
ing courses of two and three years leading to appropriate certifi- 
cates and degrees. 
In the Summer Session the University offers courses giving both gen- 
eral and professional training which may be taken either with or without 
regard to an academic degree or diploma. 

Through its system of Extension Teaching the University offers 
many courses of study to pei-sons unable otherwise to receive academic 
training. 

The Institute of Arts and Sciences provides lectures, concerts, read- 
ings and recitals— approximately two hundred and fifty in number— ma 
single season. 

There are three Residence Halls providing accommodations for 820 
J^en. There are also residence halls for women. ^ ., 

The price of the University Catalogue is twenty-five cents ppstiwiQ, 
Detailed information regarding the work in any department wUl be for- 
jaished without charge upon application to the Seci'etary of Qm' 
University, New York, N. Y. 



Early Diplomatic Relations between 
the United States and Mexico 

By WILLIAM R. MANNING, Ph.D. 

Adjunct Professor of Latin-American History in the University of Texas 



418 pages. Cloth, $2.25 



This volume is based on a series of lectures delivered at the Johns Hop- 
kins University in 191 3 on the Albert Shaw Foundation. It deals with a 
period in the diplomatic relations between the United States and Mexico, 
which has hitherto been largely ignored by historians, whose attention has 
for the most part been centered on the Texas revolution, the admission of 
Texas into the Union, and the war between the United States and Mexico. 
The present volume deals with the beginnings of Mexican diplomacy, and 
is occupied mainly with the mission of Joel R. Poinsett, the first Ameri- 
can minister to Mexico. It is based very largely on information derived 
from unpublished manuscripts in the archives of the Department of State 
in Washington and of the Ministry of Foreign Relations in Mexico. 

The writer shows in an interesting way how the British took advantage 
of our delay in establishing a permanent representative at the Mexican 
capital to promote British influence over the Mexican government, and how 
Poinsett's efforts to recover prestige for his government involved him in 
difHculties and in charges of intermeddling in the internal affairs of the 
country. The suspicions thus aroused, together with Poinsett's connection 
with the York Masons, thwarted his efforts to bring to a successful conclu- 
sion the treaty negotiations with which he was charged. Professor Man- 
ning shows that in the misunderstandings and differences that arose during 
the years 1825-1829 are to be found the origin and explanation of the irre- 
concilable differences which developed during the next two decades and 
which finally resulted in war between the United States and Mexico. The 
volume thus constitutes a fitting introduction to Reeves's Diplomatic Rela- 
tions of the United States under Tyler and Polk and Adams's British 
Interests and Activities in Texas, 1838-1846, which were originally delivered 
as lectures on the Albert Shaw Foundation and are likewise published in 
this collection of works dealing with the different phases of American 
diplomacy. 

THE JOHNS HOPKINS PRESS 

Baltimore* Mary^land 



Columbia Unhrenity Press Pobfications 

OUR CHIEF MAGISTRATE AND HIS POWERS. By William Howard 
Taft, Twenty- seventh President of the United States. Pp. vii -j- 165. 

CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT IN THE UNITED STATES. By 

WooDROW Wilson, LL.D., President of the United States. Pp. vii -[-236. 

THE BUSINESS OF CONGRESS. By Samuel W. McCall, late Member 
ef Congress from Massachusetts. Pp. vii 4- 215. 

THE COST OF OUR NATIONAL GOVERNMENT. By Henry Jones Ford, 
Professor of Politics in Princeton University. Pp. xv + 147. 

POLITICAL PROBLEMS OF AMERICAN DEVELOPMENT. By Albert 
Shaw, LL.D., Editor ofthe Review of Reviews, Pp. vii + 268. 

THE PRINCIPLES OF POLITICS FROM THE VIEWPOINT OF THE 
AMERICAN CITIZEN. By Jeremiah W. Jenks, LL.D., Professor of Gov- 
ernment and Public Administration in New York University. Pp. xviii-f- 187. 

WORLD ORGANIZATION AS AFFECTED BT THE NATURE OF THE 
MODERN STATE. By David Jayne Hill, LL.D., late American Ambas- 
sador to Germany. Pp. ix -|- 214. 

THE NATURE AND SOURCES OF THE LAW. By John Chipman Gray, 
LL.D., Royall Professor of Law in Harvard University. Pp. xii -|- 332. 

THE GENIUS OF THE COMMON LAW. By the Right Honorable Sir Fred- 
erick Pollock, Bart., D.C.L., LL.D. Pp. vii -f 141. 

THOMAS JEFFERSON. His Permanent Influence on American Institutions. 
By John Sharp Williams, U. S. Senator from Mississippi. Pp. ix -f- 330. 

THE MECHANICS OF LAW MAKING. By Courtenay Ilbert, G. C. B., 
Clerk of the House of Commons. Pp. viii -f- 209. 

LAW AND ITS ADMINISTRATION. By Harlan F. Stone, LL.D., Dean of 
the School of Law, Columbia University. Pp. vii + 232. 

Uniformly bound, 12mOy doth* Each, $L50 net. 



THE LAW AND THE PRACTICE OF MUNICIPAL HOME RULE. By How- 
ard Lee McBain, Associate Professor of Municipal Science and Administraltion 
in Columbia University. 8vo, cloth, pp. xviii -|- 724. Price, t^SiO net, 

STUDIES IN SOUTHERN HISTORY AND POLITICS. Inscribed to William 
Archibald Dunning, Lieber Professor of History and Political Philosophy in 
Columbia University by his former pupils, the authors. A collection of fifteen 
essays. 8vo, cloth, pp. viii ■\- 294. #2.50 net. 

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY QUARTERLY. An illustrated magazine which, in 
addition to its record of all official University action, aims to represent that wide 
variety of literary, philosophic, and scientific activity which focuses at Columbia 
and through which the University contributes to the thought and work of the 
world. The Quarterly is issued in December, March, June and September. 
Annual subscription, one dollar ; single number thirty cents. 400 pages per 
volume. 

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY PRESS 

LEMOKE & BUEOHNER, Agents 
30-32 West Twenty-Seventh Street, New York Oity 



Longmans, Green, & Co/s Publications 

WORKSbyW.J.ASHLEY,M.A.,Hon.Ph.D.(Berlin) 

Professor of Commerce in the University of Birmingham ; 
formerly Professor at Harvard University. 

BRITISH DOMINIONS 

Their Present Commercial and Industrial Condition. 

A Series of General Reviews for Business Men and Students. 
Edited by W. J. Ashley. Crown 8vo. |i.8o, net. 

THE BRITISH DOMINIONS. By the Right Hon. Alfred LytUeton, M.P., 
K.C., late Secretary of State for the Colonies. 

AUSTRALIA. By the Right Hon. Sir Georee Reid, K.C.M.G., High Com- 
missioner of the Commonwealth of Australia. 

AUSTRALIA. By Sir Albert Spicer, Bart, M.P., Chairman of the Congress 
of Chambers ofCommerce of the Empire at Sydney, 1909. 

NEW ZEALAND. By the Hon. William Pember Reeves, Director of the 
London School of Eiconomics ; late High Commissioner of New Zealand. 

SOUTH AFRICA. By the Hon. Sir Walter Hely-Hutchinson, G.C.M.G., 
Late Governor of Cape Colony ; formerly Governor of Natal. 

SOUTH AFRICA. By Henry Birchenough, C.M.G., Director of the British 
South Africa Company ; late Board of 'iurade Commissioner to South Africa. 

THE WEST INDIES. By Sir Daniel Morris, K.C.M.G., D. Sc, Ute Im- 
perial Commissioner of Agriculture for the West Indies. 

CANADA. By W. L. Griffith, Secretary to the High Commissioner of the 
Dominion of Canada. 

71kg Lectures contained in this book were delivered 
before the University of Birmingham in igio~ii» 

THE ADJUSTMENT OF WAGES. A Study on the Coal and Iron 
Industries of Great Britain and the United States. With Four Maps. 
8vo., I4.00, net. 

BRITISH INDUSTRIES. A Series of General Reviews for Busmess 
Men and Students. By various authors. Edited by W. J. Ashley. 
Crown 8vo., |i.8o, net. 

THE SCOTTISH STAPLE AT VEERE. A Study in the Economic 
History of Scotland. By JOHN DAVIDSON, M.A., D.PhiL (Edin.), 
and ALEXANDER GRAY, M.A. With 13 Illustrations. 1^4.50, net. 

THE TRUST MOVEMENT IN BRITISH INDUSTRY. A 

Study of Business Organisation. By Henry W. Macrosty, B.A. 8v©. 
I2.50, net. 

THE ECONOMIC HISTORY OF THE UNITED STATES. By 

Ernest Ludlow Bogart, Ph.D., Associate Professor of Economics in 
the University of Illinois. With 26 Maps and 95 Illustrations. Crown 
8vo., |i.75- 

LONGMANS, GREEN, & CO., Publishers, 

Fourth Avenue and 30th Street, New Tork. 
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Day— A History of Ck>iiiinerce. By Clive Day, Ph.D., Pro- 
fessor of Economic History in Yale University. With 54 Maps. 639 
pages. {2.00. 

This book contains the essentiab of commercial progress ; and development with special 
attention to the relative proportion of subjects. During the nineteenth century, the appor- 
tionment of space to the different countries has been regulated by their respective commer- 
cial importance. The first two chapters on the United States are desigaed to serve both as 
a summary of colonial history and as an introduction to the commercial development of the 
national period. Later chapters aim to include the essentials of our commercial progress. 

Follett— Tbe Speaker of tlie House of Representa- 
tives. By M. P. FoLLKTT. With an Introduction by Albert Bush- 
NELL Hart, LL.D. Crown 8vo, with Appendices and Index, f 1.75. 

"In few recent works belonging to the field of politics and history do we find so much evi- 
dence of the conditions which are essential to the making of a good book— a well-chosen 
theme, grasp of subject, mastery of material, patient, long-continued, wisely directed labor, 
good sense and good taste . . . the wonder is that in a region so new the author should have 
succeeded in exploring so f»r and so well. The work has placed every student of politics 
and political history under heavy obligations."— /WfZ&a/ Science Quarterly . 

Cadbnry— liXperlments In Industrial Orsranlzatlon. 

By Edward Cadbury, part author of ** Women's Work and Wages " 
and " Sweating." With a Preface by W. J. Ashley, M. A., Professor 
of Commerce in the University of Birmingham. Crown 8vo. ^1.60 net 

Blpley— Ballroads. In t-wo volumes. By Willlui Z. 

Ripley, Ph.D., Nathaniel Ropes Professor of Economics in Harvard 
University, author of "Railway Problems,** etc. Vol. I, Rates and Regu- 
lation, with 41 maps and Diagrams. 8vo, pp. xviii -f- 659, #3.00 net. 
Vol. II, Finance and organization, with 29 maps and diagrams in the text. 
8vo, pp. xx-f-638, ;^3.oo net. 

RoTve— United States and Porto Bleo. With Special Refer- 
ence to the Problems arising out of our contact with the Spanish American 
Civilization. By Leo S. Rowe, Ph.D., Professor of Political Science in 
the University of Pennsylvania, Chairman of the Porto Rican Commission 
(1901-1902), etc. Crown 8vo, 280 pages. ^1.30 net; by mail, ^1.40 

WlUougliby— Political Theories of tlie Ancient World. 

By Westel W. Willoughby, Ph.D., Associate Professor of Political 
Science in the Johns Hopkins University. Author of "The Nature of 
the State,'* "Social Justice,** "The Rights and Duties of American Citi- 
zenship,** etc. Crown, 8vo. 308 pages. $2.00. 
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Readings on the Relation of Government 
to Property and Industry 

E<K(ed bj SUAVEL P. ORTH, ConMU VmrtiAj. tG4 p^M, SL2S 

This is a timel]! book on > topic of the most vital conccni to-day. 
Many of the importanl writings on the subject ace fiequetill]' referred to, 
jet heretofore the student has been compelled lo search the Ales of the 
law reviews, the publications of (he learned societies, and government 
documents. 

Selected Readings in Rural Economics 

Conqnlcdbr THOMAS NIXON CARVER, HininlUiiiTeralr. 947 pif ti, |2J0 

Eiceilent material ordinarily .UScult of access, and representing the 
authorship of many leading aulhorities on the subject. Agricultural His- 
tory, Land Tenure, The Farmer's Business, Agrarian Movements, Rural 
OrganiialioD and Marketing, and Agricultural Policy are among the sub- 
jects discussed at length. 

Trusts, Pools and Corporations 

Edkcd br WILUAM Z. RIPLEY, Hirnrd UmveriitT. ST2 |»|m, $2.7S 

About 400 pages of new material liave been added to the Revised 
Edition of this well-known book. Among the recent cases discussed ate 
the National Cash Register Case; the Steel Corporation Case of Jane, 
1915 ; and the Keystone Watch Decision. 

The Hague Arbitration Cases 

By GEORGE GRAFTON WILSON, Hurird UniTerntT. 525 p>fM, flSO 

The Ittst book to supply the essenlial material, hitherto so frequetitly 



The Growth of American State Constitutions 

By JAMES QUAYLE DEALEY, Brown Uiuvernty. 30S pagei, (1.40 
Part 1 traces the history of our ptate constitutions. Part II discusses 
the provisions of the constitutions now in force. Part III suggests the 
probable trend of future constitutional changes, 

GINN AND COMPANY 

Boston New Yorh Chtcntfo London 



YOLUME XXII, 1906. 620 pp. Price, cloth, $3.60; paper covers, $3.00. 

The Historical DeTelopment of the Poor La-w of Connectlcnt. 

By Edward W. Capbm, Ph.D. 

YOLUME XXIII, 1906. 694 pp. Price, cloth, $4.00. 

1. The Economics of LAnd Tenure In Georiria. 

By Enoch Marvin Banks, Ph.D. Price, |i.oo, 

2. Mistake In Contract. A Stndy In Comparative Jarispmdence. 

By Edwin C. McKbag, Ph.D Price, ^x.oo. 

3. Combination In the MlninfiT Industry. By Henry R. Mussbt, Ph.D. Price, ^x.oo. 

4. The Enelish Craft Guilds and the GoTcmment. 

By Strlla Krambb, Ph.D. Price, ^x.oo. 

YOLUME XXIY, 1906. 621pp. Price, doth, $4.00. 

1. The Place of Maeic in the Intellectual History of Europe. 

By L.YNN Thorndxkb, Ph.D. Price, $1.00. 

2. The Ecclesiastical Edicts of the Theodosian Code. 

By William K. Boyd, Ph.D. Price, ^x.oo. 

8. * The International Position of Japan as a Great Power. 

By Sbiji G. Hxshida, Ph.D. Price, fa.oo, 

YOLUME XXY, 1906-07. 600 pp. (Sold only in Sets.) 

1. * Municipal Control of Public Utilities. By O. L. Pomd, Ph.D. {Not mU separately.) 

2. The Budfiret in the American Common-wealths. 

By EuGBNB £. Aggbr, Ph.D. Price, f 2.50. 

3. The Einances of CleTeland. By Charles C. Williamson, Ph.D. Price, |3.oo. 

YOLUME XXYI, 1907. 669 pp. Price, doth, $4.00. 

1. Trade and Currency in Early Oreeon. By Jambs H. Gilbert, Ph.D. Price, ^x.oo. 

2. Luther's Table Tall£. By Prbsbryed Smith, Ph.D. Price, ^.oo. 

3. The Tobacco Industry in the United States. 

By Meter Jacobstbin, Ph.D. Price, ^x.50. 

4. Social Democracy and Population. By Alvan A. Tennet, Ph.D. Price, 75 cents. 

yOLIFME ZXVII, 1907. 578 pp. Price, doth, $4.00. 

1 . The Economic Policy of Robert Walpole. By Norris A. Brisco, Ph.D. Price, f 1.50, 

2 . The United States Steel Corporation. By Abraham Bbrglumd, Ph.D. Price, ^x.50. 

3. The Taxation of Corporations in Massachusetts. 

By Harry G. Friedman, Ph.D. Price, lx.50. 

YOLUHE XZVin, 1907. 664 pp. Price, doth, $4.00. 

1. DeWitt Clinton and the Orinrin of the Spoils System in New York. 

By Howard Lee McBain, Ph. 1>. Price, $x.sa 

2. The DcTelopment of the Liefirlslatnre of Colonial Tir&rinia. 

By Elmer 1. Miller, Ph.D. Price, ^x.50. 
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1. Early New England Towns. By Anne Bush MacLear, Ph.D. Price, ^x.50. 

2, New Hampshire as a Royal Province. By William H. Fry, Ph.D. Pxice, $3.00. 

VOLUME XXX, 1908. 712 pp. Price, cloth, $4.60; paper covers^ $4.00. 

The Province of New Jersey, 1664—1788. By Edwin P. Tanner, Ph.D. 
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1* Private Ereisht Cars and American Railroads. 
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The Enforcement of the Statutes of Xiaborers. By Bertha Haven Putnam, Ph.D. 
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1. Tactory I.efl:islation in Maine. By £. Stagg Whitin, A.B. Price, |x.oo. 

3. * Psychological Interpretations of Socie^, 

By MiCHAEi. M. Davis, Jr., Ph.D. Price, ^3.00. 

8. * An Introduction to the Sources relatinsr to the Germanic Invasions. 

By Carlton Huntley H/^yes, Ph.D. Price, $x.S0k 



VOLUME XXXIV, 1909. 628 pp. Price> cloth, $4.50. 

X. 188] Transportation and Industrial DeTolopment In tlie Middle West. 

By William F. Osphakt, Pa.D. Price, $a.o«. 

*• [80] Social Reform and the Reformation. 

By Jacob Salwyk Schapiro, Ph.D. Price, $x.«5. 

S. [91] Responsibility for Crime. By Philip A. Parsons, Ph.D. Price, $1.50. 

VOLUME XXXV, 1909. 568 pp. Price, cloth, $4.50. 

1. [98] Tlie Conflict over the Judicial Powers in the United States to 1870. 

By Charles Grovb Uaimks, Ph.D. Price, $1.50. 
9* [98] A Study of the Population of Manhattan vUle. 

By Howard Brown Woolston, Ph.D. Price, $!.»$• 
8* [94] *DlToroe: A Study In Social Causation. 

By Jambs P. Lichtbnbbrgbr, Ph.D. Price, $1.50. 

VOLUME XXXVI, 1910. 542 pp. Price, cloth, $4.00. 

1* [851 * Reconstruction in Texas. By Charles William Ramsdbll, Ph.D. Price, $a.5o. 
^* tool * The Transition In Virginia from Colony to Common-wealth. 

By Charlbs Ramsdbll Linglby, Ph.D. Prict, |x.SO. 

VOLUME XXXVn, 1910. 606 pp. Price, cloth, $4.50. 

^* tOT] Standards of Reasonableness In Liocal Frel&rht Discriminations. 

By John Mauricb Clark, Ph.D. Price, |i.«5. 
^* £08] I^eeal DeTelopment In Colonial Massachusetts. 

^ By Charlbs J. Hilkbt, Ph.D. Price, $1.35. 

^- CQQ] * Social and Mental Traits of the Hfefgro, 

By Howard W. Odum, Ph.D. Price, $s.o«. 

VOLUME XXXVILL, 1910. 463 pp. Price, cloth, $3.50. 

^* TlOO] The Public Domain and Democracy. 

^ By RoBBRT Tudor Hill, Ph. D. Price, ^.oo. 

^* ClOl] Oreanlsmlo Theories of the State. 

By Francis W. Cokbr, Ph.D. Price, ^x.fo. 

VOLUME XXXIX, 1910-1911. 651 pp. Price, cloth, $4.50. 

^* [102] The Making of the Balkan States. 

^^ By William Smith Murray, Ph.D. Price, $1.50. 

^^. [108] Political History of New York State during the Period of the Civil 
War* By Sidney David Brummbr, Ph. D. Price, 3.00. 

VOLUME XL, 1911. 633 pp. Price, cloth, $4.50. 

1. [104] A Survey of Constitutional Development In China. 

By Hawkung L. Ybn, Ph.D. Price, ^i.oo. 
9. [105] Ohio Politics dnrlne the Civil War Period. 

By Gborgb H. Portbr, Ph.D. Price, $1.75. 

S, [106] The Territorial Basis of Government under the State Constitutions. 

By Alfrbd Zantzingbr Rbbd, Ph.D. Price, ;^z.75. 

VOLUME XLI, 1911. 514 pp. Price, cloth, $3.50; paper covers, $3.00. 

[107] Ne"w Jersey as a Royal Province. By Edgar Jacob Fxshbb, Ph. D. 

VOLUME XLn, 1911. 400 pp. Price, cloth, $3.00 ; paper covers, $2.50. 

[108] Attitude of American Courts In Liabor Cases. 

By Gborgb Gorham Groat, Ph.D. 

VOLUME XLm, 1911. 633 pp. Price, cloth, $4.50. 

1* [109] ^Industrial Causes of Congestion of Population In New Tork City. 

By Edward Ewing Pratt, Ph.D. Price, 92.00. 
%, [llOj Education and the Mores. By F. Stuart Chapin, Ph.D. Price, 75 cents. 

9» [ill] The British Consuls In the Confederacy. 

By Millbdgb L. Bonham, Jr., Ph.D. Price, |3.o«. 

VOLUMES XLIV and XLV, 1911. 745 pp. 
Price for the two volumes, cloth, $6.00 ; paper covers, $5.00. 

[118 and 118] The Economic Principles of Confucius and his School. 

By Chbn Huam-Chamg, Ph.D. 

VOLUME XLVI, 1911-1912. 623 pp. Price, cloth, $4.50. (? 

1, [114] The Blcardlan Socialists. By Esthbr Lowbnthal, Ph.D. Price. |z.oa 

8* l115j Ibrahim Pasha, Grand Tlzler of Suleiman, the Magrnlflcent. 

By Ubstbr Donaldson Jbmkins, Ph.D. Price, $t,oo, 
8« [116] ^Syndicalism In France. 

By Louis Lbvikb, Ph.D. Second edition, xgxi* Price, $1.50. 
4, [117] A Hoosler Village* By Nbwbll Lbroy Sims, Ph.D. Price. J1.50, 



VOLUME XLVn, 1912. 544 pp. Price, cloth, $4.00. 

1. [118] Tlie Politics of Mlolileran, 1866-1878. 

By Harribttb M. Dtlla, Ph.D. Price, puoo, 

8. [1 19] *Tlie United States Beet Suear Industry and the Tcudff • 

Bt Roy G. Bulkkv, Ph.D. Price, f».oo. 

V0LX7ME XLVni, 1912. 493 pp. Price, clotli, $4.00. 

1. [1«0] Isldor of Seville. By Ernest Brxkaut, Ph. D. Price, $mmx 

9. [121] Progress and Unlformltyln Clilld-L.abor L.efl:lslatlon. 

By WiLUAM FiBLDiNG Ogbusn, Ph.D. Price, ft.js* 

VOLUME XTiTX, 1912. 592 pp. Price, clotli, $4.50. 

1. [1S2] British Radicalism 1791-1797. By Waltbr Phxlps Hai.i,. Price, M^oo. 

9. [123] A Comparative Study of the I^a^v^ of Corporations. 

By Abxuur K. Kumm, Ph.D. Price, |z.so> 

8. [1«4] rChe Neero at Work In New Tork City. 

By Gbosgb £. Haymbs. ^h.D. Price, ^z.ss. 

VOLUME L, 1911. 481 pp. Price, cloth, $4.00. 

1 . [125] •The Spirit of Chinese Philanthropy. ' By Yax Yub Tsu, Ph.D. Price, ^.oo. 

9. ll«6J *The Allen In China. By Vi. Kyuin Wbllington Koo, Ph.D. Price, |e.5a. 

VOLUME LI, 1912. 4to. Atlas. Price: clotli, $1.50; paper covers, $1.00. 

1. [137] The Sale of L.lquor In the South. 

By Lbonakd S. Blakbt, Ph.D. 

VOLUME LH, 1912. 489 pp. Price, clotli, $4.00. 

1. [128] 'Provincial and Liocal Taxation In Canada. 

By Solomom Viimsse, Ph.D. Price/^.50. 
£• [129] *The Distribution of Income. 

By Frank Hatch Stkbicrtoff, Ph.D. Price, $x.so. 

8. [130] *The Finances of Vermont. By Frbobrick A. Wood, Ph.D. Price, |x.oo. 

V0LX7ME Lm, 1913. 789 pp. Price, clotli, $4.50; paper, $4.00. 

[ 13 1 ] The Civil War and Reconstruction In Florida. [By W. W. Davis, Ph. D. 

VOLUME LIV, 1913. 604 pp. Price, cloth, $4.50. 

1. [132] * Prlvlleees and Immunities of Citizens of the United States. 

By Arnold Johnson LiBN, Ph.D. Price, 75 cent*. 
S. [133] The Supreme Court and Unconstitutional Lieirlslatlon. 

By Blainb Frbb moorb, Ph.D. Price, |x.oo. 

8. [184] ^Indian Slavery In Colonial Times within the Present lilmlts of tlie 

United States. By Almon Wubblek Laubbr, Ph.D. Price, $3.00. 

VOLUME LV, 1913. 665 pp. Price, cloth, $4.50. 

1. [135] *A Political History of the State of New Tork. 

By HoMEK A. bTBBBXNs, Ph.D. Price, |4^oo. 

8. [136] *The Early Persecutions of the Christians. 

ByLsoNH. CAifViBU>,.Ph.D. Price, lz.50. 

VOLUME LVI, 1913. 406 pp. Price, cloth, $3.50. 

1. [137] Speculation on the New York Stock Exchansre. 1$>04-1907. 

By Algernon Ashbukner Osborne. Price, $1.50. 

2. [138] The Policy of the United States towards Industrial Monopoly. 

By Oswald Whitman Knauth, Ph. D. Price j $a xio. 

VOLUME LVII, 1914. 670 pp. Price, cloth, $4,60. 

1. [189] ♦The Civil Service of Great Britain. 

By Robert Mosbs, Ph.D. Price, ^.oo. 

9. [140] The Financial History of New Tork State. 

By Don C. Sowers. Price, (9.50. 

VOLUME LVIII, 1914. 684 pp. Price, cloth, $4.50; paper, $4.00. 

[141] Reconstruction In North Carolina. 

By J. G. DB RocLHAC Hamiltoh, Ph.D. 

VOLUME LIX, 1914. 625 pp. Price, cloth, $4.50. 

1« [143] The Development of Modern Turkey by means of its Press. 

By Ahmbo £uin, Ph.D. Price, f 1.00. 
t. [148] The System of Taxation In China, 1614-1911. 

By Shao-Kwan Chen, Ph. D. Price, $z.oo. 

8. [144] The Currency Problem In China. By Wen Pin Wei, Ph.D. Price, $z^s» 

4. 1145] *Jewlsh Immigration to the United States. 

By Samubi. Josbth, Ph.D. Price, ^.50. 



